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The {alifornia Postsecondary Educqtion Comm;se;ioq was.
created by the Legislature-and the Governor «n 1974 as the
successor (o the, California Cogrdinating Council for Highef
Education in order to coordinate and plan fof education n

As a state agency, the

Commission is respbnsible for assuring that the State's

resoukces for postsecondary education-are utilized effectively

and efficient]y: for promvting diversity, innovation and
responsiveness to the needs of sfudents and society; and for

advising the Legtslature afld the Govérn:pr on statewide

educational policy. and funding.

Z(iq_e represent the
generdl public, wit
Assembly, the Senat ¢
other six represent the major educational systems of the State.

P

The Commission conl‘ist':; of 15 members.

ules Committee. and the Governor *he '

The Commission holds regular pupli¢c.meetings throughout the;
year at which it takes action o)‘r-fa\__qff studies and adopts
positipns on legislative proposals affecting postsecondary
education. Furthér information about the Commission, its

meetings, its 'sta/_'f, and its other publicqtions may be d!)tained
from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth Street,
Sacramento, California 95814: telephone (916) 445-793.1.
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. . .
Fhais thard annual Commission statl report iy prepaced 1o response Loy vequests
trom the Legislature for comments and recommendations on all exiysting aad _
pruposed SLaLe—funded.nutreach'dnd,suppnr&dﬁervxtv.progyﬂms tor  ethnic L
mxndr1ty-and low=-1ncome studénts. in all seéﬁcnss of publyc postsecondary P

education. The analysis presented below 1s an summary tormat and Aocused on”

1ssues relating to the 1983-84 Budget. In the preparation ot these womments™ .‘*“
ind  recommendations, Commission *dtaff used the poliC1esJand principles :
. o _ presented 1n two other Commissiod reports entitl]ed Eﬂﬂé} EgggfgﬁggaL Qgpgg—" r'
. Ctunity i Caliyfornia Postsegondary Educap;iy:' Part TI1 (Mqrfh 19801 and r”
Y ) Part 1V (March ﬂQBSB, which provide de[diird ddhlyséﬁ'pt eftorts within'
fgl_ ; Calitornta to expaud educatLonil opportumnities. v N
RV N
‘1’\‘;‘_?\‘ . l “ . ’

- | ‘\. ' 1 . - _. - . ‘ . . |
%N\:-?_\/EZ}{VIiJ’W’ S | | Ly

A N ¢ - . . *

- -

8 - . . :
The several outreach and support service programs operating 1n Calitofnia T
canp be classified on the basis 'of their primary objectives and purposes.

I'e

Four htferentf types of progwams can be distinguished: o .

L]

l. Developmental Outreach: gkng;éms of tpis type seek LoLﬁncreasv the
academic aspirations and/or improve the academic preparation ot students
either (1) 1n junior ang senior high school so.that they complete the
necessary tollege-preparatory coufses and have the necessary -academic
skills to succeed in college, or (2) in_tWo:year colleges so that thev ¢

se can make the transifion to four-year colleges after completing theur

: educational objectives at the two-year institution.

2. Intormational OQudreach: Programs of this type seek either to (1) pro- =
vide 1nformation about financial assistance and postsecoadary alterna-
tives generally in ¥rder to tacilitate admission inte “college, or {(2)
provide 1aformation about a specific college in order to facilitate

D ¢ < recrurtmeny into that college. ’ . o

N \ - t oy

}. Relentionw Programs of this type seek to strengthen the académic skills |
v of students enrolled -in college;sb that the student "can successliully
complete his/her academic or vocational ‘program in a timely tashion.

4 A

' ¢
+.  comprehensive Sexvices:, Programs ot this'type §r0v1de a4 broad spectrum

ot services including outreach, ortentation, admissions. and, retentien .

® order to iwerease the number of target -students who enroll in and K
- graduate trom college programs’ '

N -

s All three.-public segments of postsecondary education, a8 well as the State
7Y Department ot Edutation, gdminister programs designed Lo increase Lhe mumber
. ot ethnic minority and lpw-income studeuts who enroll 1n and graduate teom |
. college. These programs aré funded through allocations by the tederal and

State governments, as well as” through student tees 1n theilhxgyersjty ot

-1-" s,

, .
.~ ‘J N
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- Calitornia. State.General Fund k‘upport is also provaded to e ntevued- .
' mental programs:  Cal-SOAP aod MEGA . Ssyndiag ldvels tn 1982+ ¢ these |
_ programs, summarized in [able 1, »d $32.3 mallion 1 N ._%i‘i.'
. “ - < mllion in €ederal funds, and $3°95 million n student t‘m‘_ abjes "y
' through 5 include o summary M! descriplive 1ntor ation hn:t ool thene
1 programs.  This nformation wacladed 1 the tables and ynuvxdeJ fOme e
;ﬂ o detanl e the ;1ppt=mhrcas 1S -1n u*qponse Lo the lQHu\u[u, questions:
. .1 Who s the, agcnt rvsponslblv‘tox program fmp1 vmnntutn(n\ i
2 WhaL 15 the t.;\rget gxoup served b\r the pmgmm’ ‘0 3
- .
- ., . - et
"7 3.« When was the ptogram started? . '
\ h. what are th Spe(lf//'ﬁb} ctives of the program’
R b . What specithe methodq of services are hPlnh usvd Lo achieve these ab e -
' N txveq TN ) : v
- ot What has been the amount of tunding during L987-837 -
- - '\\ 2 =
; What has been the source ot tunding?
. > (0 » .
r 8. How marty peotiﬁ are being served by the proguam duraing 1982-8137
. . L]
9. " Who has the Ytesponsibility for evaldating the velative success ot the
program? - - - ’
. ' ‘ ( I - 7 ' n ‘.
R P .
3 : ;
. - . , . \
_ CRITERIA USED IN THE REVIEW OF PROGRAMS . .
‘ “y N ' i
7 ’ "'
\umm1w51on QLatf have used the, toldowxng criterta, 1n revieving and making
recommendat’ions about existing and proposed State-tunded outreaoh and support
, service programs tor ethnic minority and low-fAcome sfudents. These criteria
' retlect the concerns of Commission statf to (1) promote the most affective
’ use of” respurces, (2) improve services to studeats, and (3) expand coopera~’
tive etforts by educational institutions. I'm gqddition, they veflect an

avareness of the State's current financial crisis which requires that avail-

able funds- for equal educational opportunity efforts ‘be directed to lhose
efforts which are the most cogt+eftective 1n achyeving the State’'s goals of
increased college encollment and érdﬁuatlon rates by ethnic minovity .and
low-income studenta [n short, thege vriteria tuclude the é?tments whx(h oo
Should exist 18 a successgtul and efticient program.

A ’
-, o Ubjectives o : T v _
' a.  The program administrators have developed and pubPicized specifac,

measurable pfogram objeciivey, agiainst wthQ~]udgment9 about relative
- program succpss can bhe mdde
4

~ BEST CORY AVAILABLE



* = -
/
ol . i
FABLE <[ Summary of €qual Educatironal Opportunity Proyrams, 198:~5§
- L .

v State Student Federal Tota}
e ot Qﬁqgram Name of Program uenerai Fung Fee _ands BRUCE
Dete . npn)h‘nl H UG Larly dutreach 51,800,000 SOO0, G .

(\H gt h te Veademe 3
i , Furivhment - J00 000 !
' SDE Demouasgtiation *
. Program 1n .
' . Reading and
Mathemat 1o b,558,000
g MESA S 500, 000
Upward Bound , . '
‘ * UCC Student ' . .
\ o Alftirmative \ ‘
g Actiron Trangi~ o
— tion Projects 222,000 : 300,002 ) _
Sybtotals - $6, 280,000 5600, 000 !()h (;'n_‘ S0, 180,02
Intormational U¢ Immedirate
tul teach Outreach S . 450,000 5150, 000 P
' Cal=SOAP 275,229
- Educatidoal Oppor-
tunity «Cehters . S 627,287
. - Talept Sehvch o S $1,239,990 B
Subtota - §7235,30 $150, 000 S1,867,277 5 2,742,502

Keetent 1on ‘ o \
Lilorcts UC Student ' .
Altrrmataive . ¢

\

Subtotals

Comprehensave
Service
Ftto Jl\t S

. Subtatals

- ’

T

- CGC

Action Support
Services
Special Services.
tor Disadvantaged
Students
UniVersity Minoxvity
Engineering Program

§1,7

51,053,000

o

700,000

153,000

Educational
Opportunity
‘Program* '
USU Core Student
Affirmative
Action
CSU Educational
Upportunity
Program» S6
Extended
Oppartunity

uc

g2,472 0004

L0073, 000

.

Programs

Servicess
]

and -

Sha

415,200
r~ \«;‘}' 2.

8107200

D32 V08 Ay
»

$350,000

5450, 000

S2,400, 000

325007000

53,500,000

$ 3,520,000 S

$3.520,000

v

55623000

-y

~

T -0-

-

510,003,879

—_—

RECNEIN

»a
-~

s
S, 210, 300

: \,_ 3 |()-4

assastance

»

“T'he tunding level shown does not rncYude tunding appropriated tor

erants for students.

L

tinancial

/o -3 -
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1

vollegqes, universi-
riey, and communicy
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aisferala Community
upieges

e

t

' log2-83

wir

Qf Equal Educat:ional

ol sbrectiies

target )
_‘,l't_)h'.) tArTgl
CLhle PInortlassy au o the AT
UL e ot FraLes il Dy .
A1gn dchoues -
,
Low=1noone 'unlor angh L AN
j oo students ! . )
. .
Underrepresented mxnorl%;ds i W RAL -
9th - 'lth Rrades ' s
* .7
; .
. -
- ) /
cthnic manority andjor low- 197¢
income stugents :a high
school
. R .
4
Et.hnf' minorities in grades Parcner-
3 thfough il,*at approxi- ship~-
mately 191 :unior baigh 1976
schools and 140 high schools Part -
l\{,‘l‘s"
- 1978
LS . .
r
‘ L
|3
LY
L w=1ancome high school stu- Aon
Jdenos and vetervans //
.-4‘
Low-tincome, ethnic minvrity VI8
or uandiruapped students
)
o
< &

Tyoiacreasa tne snsoisaeat
Clgnl . M anrie <tadenty
sustsecsudary educat ton Tarnuh
RO Lavevemunt Lo Lolrersaty
{aCultv o ta fevey pncdtal en-
ravnment poograms Cov jeden-
ey 3chools g

{o 1GVGiup~JQQVE’)VCrJg€
competency 1 hasie sxiily
amony stwdents 'n gvades -9,
Liviog :n 1r=as of concentrated
Javerty

To increase aumber ot minory-
t:es with acadamic background
necessary to pursue 1 univer-
sity or -college educatieon :n
1 fxth-hased tield

To tccrease the uumber HOf
ethonic mipority students who
are eligible tor ind earcll n
a tour-year cnllege

70 1ncrease the aumber ot ‘
low-1ncome and/ar ethorc
minority students who are
etigtble to enroll wn_public
tour-vear collegws.

r

Toe tacrease the aumber of Low=

.acie 3tudents ~no 2a1n admis-
s1on 10 colrege amd-sucuesstul-
v vomplete their emqicativn

To 1ncrease the trapnster rate
3t low~:income, underrepresented
students (ethnic munorigses and
persons with lisabiip¥iesd trom
two-vear to tour-yedr colleges

o

o Y
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LENNLRK - eNLACY 91 wmaborata- . . ) Sommlitae.  lmpact data are
’ ’ azarlable annuatly - 7
vl . -~ v
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TABLE 3

[E

Name Hr
Proqram

Cdlifornis Student
Opportunity and
Accass Program
(Cal~SO0AP) i

LY

‘Educational. Upportu-

a1ty venters-

State Unxvefsity
Core Student Af-
tirmative Action
{vutreach component)

-
-

° ' u 4i‘ ~
University [emediate
Nutreach

Talent Sasrxch
Proyects

O

RIC" -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Implementing
Adent,

Five ®Consurtia of
two- . and four-year
colloges working with
sacondary. schools

One center in Fraesno
{Frasno Mobilg Edu-
cation Guwidance,
Idc.); one in Los
Angelds (UCLA Edten-
si10n) N

Iy

N

All State Universaty )

campuses

All'University of
California calwpuses

Fourteen projects
'operated'by community

' agencies and colleges

Tapgat
Group

-

Low~-income, sthnic minority

students in saecondary schools

and Community Collpgges

>

Low—-iacome personsg at least

19 years-of age;, who

araa

high school

~
ra

Ethmic mipnorities in the 12th
' grade and in the Community Col-

lages

rﬁstdp
within the targetegd geographic

"Ethmic minorities in senfor

Lowiincome youth between

ages l4. and 27

PR
¥

P

| - ‘ ,
_Informatiopal Outreach Typée of Equal Educational
Opportunity Programs 1in california, [982-33

Year
Startad

1979 -

1973

1979

1978

To increase the nunber-of_
_ethnic winority studenty who

‘aducstiop

»w '

Program. .
Objectives

To expand postaecondary eppor-
tunities tor low-income high
school students

To asuist low-income Cowmu-~
arty College students transfet
to four-yasy itustituCions

To serve as clearinghouses for
information about postsecondscy
edycational opportunities -and-
to coordinate interinstitution-
al efforts in counseling and re-

cruitment -

\

gaip admission to college and
succegsfully completa their

[y
.t

. ) ,
To increase the nuaber of
underrepresented ethnic sinor-
ity and low-income students/
who apply and enroll in th
University of California

To incresse the number of
low-income youths attending
college
To reduce the high school
dropout cate ’

To increase the number of drop-.
outs who return to education-
al programs

*

Vo

>
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- : , o ) : : Clients: ? o
' o : - - - 4 Sarved® F I
Program Services ~ 1982-B3 Fundiny Funding Source : 1982-83 " Evaluation Compongnt -
v ~ .. - Y S
. . , . . a
Postsccondary education aand ‘ $ 700,925 $275,225 from Stata Approx. The Calitownia Postsecondary «
s tinancial aid advisemaeot T . , Gensaral Fund and 10,000 Education Commigsion has re-
« ,Tutoring . . “ $425,700 from lasti~ ¥tudents, pohsibility for evalusting;. ™
Coordinated :information . ) tutional . Matchun . rqcsive c,finhl evaluatioa was pub- ..
diiseminatiun - Funds - counseling ~1l}shed 1o February 1983. \
Summer cesidential programs T ¢ . and tutoc- )
freld trips . A - 10§ sec-’ ' ‘ . ;
« 3kill Development Semifiace . . . " - C > vices Jnd/
Careaer Sesinars N ‘ ) ’ . ~ ? or banefit o
from coordir e
. - . nated infor-
mation dis-
s ‘ semination " .
» . “
Provide intormation about finaa- 3 627,287 Federal goQQtnicnt 15,000 Fedaral Rovernment hax ce-
c1al and academixc assistance : o sponsibility for program -
Provide assistance 1n preparing : S A . cvyluation
¢ application for admission . R A ’ '
~ Provide counseling and tutoxisl ) :
asgistance !

D '. T -~ R -,
Cuitural events A $ 865,000 .. 100% State General Fund 41,913 Commission and CSU cooper- ,
Home visits with psrents \ (for outreach - . atively develop and {aple-

Use of bilingual materials component only) ! - meut evaluation framework;

Counseling . e . two reports are curremtly
. €ampus tours : A ' » "available; final report is

Acddemic advising ﬁj . g due in Winter 1983.

. ¢ )
: 4 . - *
X b - ' M -

Campus visits ’ $ 596,000 7%% State Genmersl Fund  Data not The University has the re-

. High school visits : 25% Educational Fees avajilable sponsibility for program

Publicacions . R K evaluation.
Cultural activities .
Admissions counseling sessions . . - -
.- Peer. counseling
. . e
- - <
- .‘/ - -
rounseling i 51,239,990 "Federal government 24,000 The federal government has
‘afeer Planning . R responsibility for program
Field trips ‘ : . evaluation, but oo reports
. ' gpecific to California have

'(:‘—. | o been p??v1ded.
. 3 . ' * . ’ .

3 '{‘J.
. v R} ’
L ‘7 -
. ’ . \ .
. -
. -y
> - - ¢
JwgJ;> ~L . i
* - - '
] ke *
’ ™ \ R + ‘ -
i : &
. _7»__ N
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“ABL& 4‘:Retentlon Type of Equal Educatlonal Qpporrunltg

N

‘.
-

, Programs 1n California, 1982-83 ’
. . : X
- Name of . .- Implemanting Targat
> Pyogram Agygnt, Group

L
-~

$paciral Serfices Lp{

. Dtsxdvantagsd Stu-
dents

© State Unxversiiy.

Core Student Affirc-

matlive Action (re-’

tention component)
‘,,

L2 ]

'Unxvctsxcy of

California Student
Affirmative Action
Support “Jervices

Uoiversity Minmority
Engineering Pro!ram

<

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: ’

[}

-

Twenty-nine projects

at two-~ and foup~

year. collegey, and
oue project at- a’com-

munity agency

- L

All State Hpiversity

campusaes

- i
.- .

ALl Uleersity
campuses

14 projects ‘at se-
lectad four-year

public and indepen- *
dent universities

. Ethajic minority students
. rolling at CSU campymes

low-incom and/or educstion-
A1lly, socially, culturally,
or physically handicappad ‘

"disadvantaged” students

- »"

en~-

Ethnic‘uiuority and low-income
students enrolled at UC campuses

N

v

ﬂnderrepresehted minority
students enrolled in en-

"', gioeering and computer sci-

ence baccalaureate programs

1979

1976

1982

Year . . -
Started Program Objectives
, 1969° To incraase the retention r:iz

of studants who have academic
potential but who are hin-
derad bacausa of their educa-
tionaI'fjcultural, or sconomic
background or physical dis-
abilicdes

To increise the oumber of
ethnic minority students who
successfully complete their

-collage aducation .
A

To incres¥e the number of
ethnic minority aad low-
income students who success-
fully complete their college
educst.ion

. To.increasa the number of

" underrepresented minority
students Who graduate with

8%.S. degraes 1n enginebring,

computer science, and re-
lated fields

v
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frogram Seryicas - \\,' 1982-83 Funding . Funding Source

-
'

. .

Academiy, and career counseling 55;520,000 Fadefﬁl'government

. Tutortnt . ¢ ‘ . e
study skrlls vworkihops ) ) o
. \ N .
+
. ! . .
7 . X o < .
¢ PO : r - ‘.
o . .
< PRy 1 (N d " \ :
PR ) ) ‘
: ¢ x o
A coood ‘-2‘\<
- . b - :
%2 r )
N 3 .
e 5
Diagnostic testipg . = « $1, 607,000 . dtate Ganersl Fynd
Economic counselinog (for retensigp v
Counseling and’' advisiaog and educatipnal = -
Cultural programs * A, ,ishhancemen o e
Bylingual information sharing xe N
;‘ - A st N e ¢ g
- 5 &
1S
\!4\ o '.
. M {r.
X v )
. : N B

N
Summer transitional progrsms
Coungeling and advising on both
academic and peraounal amattcrs
learming skills assistaace
Tutoring 2nd instructional assis-

X, 7o o
$1,406,000 'J"‘751'§batgf0cncrnl Fund

5% Eddglhionil Fees
.

tance b : JOERRE
Career planning and advtsing on
, graduate and profassional ' - .
schools . : . <t

M H

50% State Genersl Fund

First year traosition support 31,390,000
Professional’ coynseling 50% Pr{xnte Sources
Student Study Centet .
Career Development and Summer Jobs ; ’
Financial Aid and Scholarship ) =

Assistance - —_ o

. . ‘ n
. .- :

& -
( ) ’
Number of
Chients _ .
Served y
T -1982-1] Jrwaluation Comppnent
11,900 " The Systems Development “Cov-

poration has contracted
Yo conduct a ~omprehansive
evaluation ot tha program on
a aationwide basis, The
evaluation shouid be pub-

" I'ished wxthio the next few
months .

T~ .
. Y
‘iMLQ;99§ Commission aod CSU cooper-
Bl _ atiyely develqp and imple-
SR - ment avaluation frawework;
i two reports aré curremtly
available; final -comprehen-
N \ sive report is due 1n "
Wintar (983. i
! - :
> .
.Undﬁnli- The Unjversity has the re-
.cated num-  sponsibility for program
bexr pot evaluation .
svailable ;
i -
?
r
s L4
2,800 " The MESA statewide office
students will gather data to assesg
are pro- program impact.
Jected ’ A
tar
1982-83 ,
VE
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TABLE 5 Jomprehepsive Services Type ot Equal £ ,caglond _ ] 3
Opportunity Programs in California, 1982-83 l ' )
« . - - L .
) Y . - . .
) v ’ A\ Year .
Name of Prdgram [mplamenting Agent - Target Group . Started Program Objactives .
r Bducatioaal Oppor-~ Califoruia State Lodttncpmc and minority stu- . 1969 « . To increasa the enrollment
tinity, Prograa University dents with “dispdvaataged" *~ and ratention vate of low-
1 ‘ S background ) . incoms,  educationally disad-
\ : { \
. . . vantaged cthnic minority stu-
) . ! dents who may not méet the,
. . : regular admission’criteria at
- . , " Ccsu .
Y . . . 3 .
T . ) 1
’ - L) ) . T )
Educational Oppor- Untversity of Cali- Low-incoma, cthnic minority - . 1964 To incraease the enrollment
tunity Program fornia students who need academic and cktention tata of low- -
. _ support services T income, ethnic minority stu-
) - dents attendiag the University
. Extended Opportunity <Zalifornia Comsunity Lqw-1ncome students 1969 ." To,;né?&aac the enrollmant
Pregrams nd Ser- Colﬁcgel ) _ and’'retention rate of paople ,
vices v R \ handicapped by language, so- .
. cial, and/or evonomic disad-
) ! SR S : ) vantages
*The 1982-83 tunding leval shown for the EOP/S programe does not include funding appropriastad for financial wssistance )
grants for students. . R . . s « S
. ¢ o .
&
~ ;
. 3 N .
B A N
. - {
. 3
[ ) \ {
. - > )
-r ' * " * '
\ Lt by - l 6 < )
P4 . . \«;. . . » .
‘ 10+
L] > 4 . @
O o . SN - ) w .
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of . f,

b Number '
. Clients é
- ' Served - ™ - !
Program Services 19?2—83 Funding Fugging Sourcs 19682-83 gvaluation%gpapqnent
Financisl assistance S 6.90!ﬁ000* State General Fund Approx. The syttamwxdaﬁofflcc com=-
Tutoriog N 17,000 pletad a limited program
Counseling ‘ - . . students, avaluation:in 1978.. Campus
Academic advising with anpual raports and 4ystemwide
Susmer orientation sessioas - . 30,000 . .dats base sarve s basis
-Diagnostic testing othqr stu- .for evaluating j8
N . \\ . dents re- -achievemant of 4 -
. . ceiving : i
. - adwissions {
. services
Financial assistance $ 2,400,000% Registration fee Approx. NG evsludtion
Tutoring . cevenuas 10,000 planned. T
Counseling Ll students
Academic advising .
Summer orlentation sassions
Financial assistance §14,635 . 188* State Genaral Fund Approx. The Chancellor's
Tutoring ) - y; 68,000 ., the Community Col
Counseling v ’ the vesponsibilit,

Academic advising
flasic skiils instruction

Career plauning and job placc.ént

N}

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
.

_l]_

17

gram evaluation. .
a program asvaluation was
prepared by the ddijcation-

al and Troining, Inptitute.
During the past yedr, the
Chaocellor's Office has es~ |
tablished a process to up-
date and improve gvaluation
strategies for EOPS in the
1980s.

.
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o, [or those programs whivh have been in aperation for three or more
yvears,-data are available to demonerJte'thJL the program is succebs-
ful 1n achieving 1ts objectives.

. The program r1ocludes a comprehensive Jdata magugement compogent, so
that 1nformation i8 reutanely gathered and reported about the numbev
and ¢hargcteristics ot thé clients served, Lhe services provided, anod
the ampact of these services. _
e ) . . A

v

S ' ’ N
The systemwide office distributes program funds 4o the campuses through a
process which recoénizes and’ revards 1nstitutional effectiveness rn achrev-
ing the objectives of the program. - ) :

e Incentives t\ ) oL . ' .

. _. . t . . ¢ - ~
¢ Continuity ’ L . : ' S
fhe outreach program pnowtdes wherever p0531ble a. Lontxnu1tv ot servxavs
so that students experience the influence ot the program over a4 peyriod ot
vears, rather than just 1in-one summer, 1in one- class®om, or from just one.

teacher. r S , . Con
e Interinstitutional. Cooperation '
6’\ .

Developmental and informational outreagh sbrv1ce& oftered to secondary
school and Community College studerits are operated through an explicit -
cooperative interinstitutional- mode,- with these services complementing the
cbunseling services otfered by the host Campus.

-
v

[y

e Coardination of Support Services - . =~ 7 o«

. -

The support service compoﬁent of the equal educational opportuhxtv program
has o mechanism to assure etfectxve coordination with sxmxlar support ser-- L

vice programs on the same campus. . _ v - c
- . \1- L] N S ' . bl
. # '
i ST . X A o ' »
. lnvolvement&f\Non—G‘ollege Personnel . . T :

The'program utilizes. ser@f{ps and resources available from the private
sector ‘as well as the involvement of non-college personnel such as pagents,
community grdups, and logal government - L .

.
M
9 .

® Lareers ] - - . .

The program involves an explicit linkage-between acjdemic Sgudies'Jnd'sghse—
quent career opportunities tor the target.students. .

: I s

-

‘ ’.—1'2- 18
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The 12 State-tunded progrvims ncluded o Uhys report are® feviewed o Lhe
Lbasis ot these criteria o Table oo A more cxteu51\e discussion ot !hxg/
review 1s 1ncluded tor edeh progeam in the appendix. In those cases wncg
suttrorent data aye not avairlable to make an assessment, the purase  noo

. . AJ
clear™ has been used. [ lo \ addition, cartan criteria are not appisvable
tNZA) Lo certaan prografis. ' -

{ : . ﬂ‘ ) ) ¢ . | _ . \
POLLCY 4SSUES - N ‘ B

AN A

Theve are severaL}bolicy Lssues related to the tunding of equal educatienal -
{ opportumity programs which should be considered by the Legisiature during -

tts review of the 1983-84 Budget. The Legislatuve Analyst's Ottlice, 1n its
‘ report on the 1983-84 Budget hal i1dentified some of t.hesc* 1SSUES !

. A

: L. Whﬁt {3 thi 1t
seryices to -ethnic minority and low-1ncome secondary school students? ]
=condary school educators should have the leadership role 1n preparing
secondary school students for college. However, new initiatives are
needed involving active, cooperative-eftorts by secondary and pust\enond~ .
ary staff to strengthen college prep3tatory curritula and pravide supple-
mentaix academic enhancement.

{3 the most effective method to provide developmental and enxxnhmgnt

LY

Developmental .and enrichment services arge- designed to incyease the -
g v academic aspirations and/or improve the academic preparatiou ot junior
and senior high schoal students. During the past six years, the Univer-
sity of Californmia ‘has taken a leadership role in this area, working
through the Early Outreach Program (Partnership-University Partners) Lo
provide "academic ‘advising, role model presentations, college and univer-
sity visits, meetings with parents, counseling and tutoring tor approxir
mately 19,000 secondary school students annually. A second major effort
by college staff to work with secondary school students is MESA, an
Intersegmental program cooperatively administered by statf from four-
- year colleges agd secondary schools for-students interested in pursuing
careers 1n math-based fields. -

w While both programs, particularly the latter, have been successful in
providing dJevelopmental and enrichment services to the target students,
there 1s a growing perception that this type of outreach effort will not.
be successful 1in Adchieving. its ultimate objective unless it 1s coordi-
nated with efforts to strengthen the school, so that these students are

- prepared tor ‘entry-level college work. GeneraLly, developmental and

enrichment services have been provided by college staft, with passive

vather than active involvement by secondarv school statt. It. now seems

! ] apparent that further progress, 1q5;h15 area requires the active’ “involve-
ment ot the secondary school stafffwith"partacular emphastis upon strengtiy-
ening the college-preparatory curriculum. .

.
-

In response to this situation, rthe Legislative Analyst has concluded
~that “"the etfectiveness of gtate-tunded developmental outreach programs
will be enhanced 3t responsibility for these programs is lodged with the.

1 State Departmenr of Education." While ayguing that low-income and etlhnic¢

‘ -13-
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TABLE 6

State-Supported. Student Aftirmative Action and Egpural

Educational Opportunity Programs Iin californlta, NSRS

Name ¢t Pragram
‘ ‘ . ' . .
Academic |
Enrichment
Program- (UC)

Cal=SOAP

Cure Student
Attirmative
JAction {(CSU)

Demonstration,
Projects 1n

" Reading and
Mathematics (SDE)

. Early Outreach (UC)

4

EOP (CSU)

EOPS (CCC)

Tmmediate
(UC)

MESA

University
Minority
Engineering
Program

Student Attirma-
tive Action’
ransttion y
Projects (LCl) ’
birversaty SAA
Support Services
AU

Out reach

C

L]

Documentation

Data
Available Compre- )
to Demon- hensive d [nterinsti-
strate Data Specdfic tutional
Success Managemeiit  Objectives  Cooperation
/ LY - -
o h 3 L8 - \
No No Y Yes v VNU
' >
Y®s, tor some Yes " Yes Yos
ot the projects
<*
. Yes Yes ’ Yes Yes
b
.
Yes. . Yes Yes N/A R
; .
Yes Yes Yes Varies lyom
campus Lo campus
Yes Yes Yes Varies lrom
N ,campus Lo campus
r . ¢
No - Is being _ No Varies trom
Jeveloped camphs to campus
~
No No Yes “Varites (rom
) . campus Lo campus
) Yes " Yes Yes Yes
+
Imtiated in Ils being Yes N/A
September developed, ~) ‘
Not Yet Yes Yes Vartes trom
‘ project tu
, project . C
Yes,  tn Vartes " Varies YR
some areas, trom' campus - {rom cawpus
unclear 1n to campus to vnMpus
f r

many areas

J
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. ’ J, % 'j
i - ' r
_ Coordi- 1Invblve- )
Continuity Lion of ment of “
of Support Non-Col lege
Incentives Services services Personnel Careers \
. . / :
3 L s
Nu - Yes N/A Not Clear N/A ' o
. ya
Yes Yes N/A Yeu Yes N . .
. r ,
Yes Varies from “Yes # Vartes {rom _ oNo
campus to campus campus to campus - .
1 ”
’ ' v
Yes Yes N/A -QTN/A N/A
No Yes N/A Varies trom N/A
‘ Campus to campus
No Yes , No Varies from Varies trom
campus to campus campus to campus
No ' N/A - No © “Varies trom Varies trom
! . < campus{ Lo campus campus to campus
No - No . N/ i ' N/A N/A
Yes Yes N/A Yes Yes
l‘ *
, Yes Yes Yes Yex Yes
No Yes N/A Yos Varies trom
) project Lo project, :
u _ J N
« . No TN/A sNot Clear Not Clear Not Ulear ’
- A N )
\ - }
-15- ' .
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minority studenls “have .a dontinuing need 1or Jdevelopment.ac outreach

) sgrvices, . the Legislative Analyst has cotfd luded  that  “deyveiopment i
outreach programg . . . are the sole res punb\hllltv ot the K-1J sepments
and the servites "can be provided mnrv etlectivete and ol lover cont 1l »
the K-12 system takes the lead 1n dnxng wo. " Accopdingly, U wvas recoffi-

memrded that State funds budgeted to support MESA be transterred"trom the
postsecondary tnstitutions Lo the State Depactareht ot Education,, wath g

- process melementcd at some later date tor ttlﬂblerltng State tunds ten
“the Earl “Outreach Program trom the Univgrsily to the State Depxx[mvnl
of Education. ’ - .

-~

The  Postsecondary JU(atlon Commissioh, 1n 1ts report "entiytled kqual
ducgﬁlonal Dggortu ity Ln Califorrtia Postsecondary bduLthqn Part 1V,

concluded that '"the major priority i the State effort during the next
tive vears should be2o strengthen the basic college-preparatory curricus
lum . . . at Cali1fdrnmia’'s jumor S8 seéniov high schoals.” In 0nnLragt\
.to the Legislative Analyst's Office, however, the Commission courcluded
that "this eftort must involve cooperation ameng secondary and post-
» secondary educators, parents, and loval school boards.” The problem ot
~ enhancing educational opportunities for Tew-income and ethnic minorfty
! * gtudents 1s a problem shared by secondary and postsecondary i1nstitutions,
which neither i1nstitution can solve independently. While the current
“structure of the developmental outreach programs vequires only passive
. 1nvolvement by the secondary schools, the placement of total responsi-
bility for these programs within the K-12 segment will endesirably limit
1nvolvement by college and university staft. A new framework ftor develop-
mental outreach emphasizing active, cooperative etforts by both secon-
dary and post'setondary staff, and including cufricular improvement at
the secondary school site, shoﬁld be developed and implemented state-
wide. Models for this new framework might include the College Lore .
Curriculum at Phineas Banning High School in the Los Angeles Unitied

D School District, the Cooperative College Preparatory Program in the
Oakland Unitied School District; and Project AVID at Clairsmont High
School 1n San Diego. ' T )

. ]

2. What 1s the most efficient and ettfective method to provide information

services to ‘ethnic minority and low-income secondary school studeutq
These services “should. involve active and coordinated efforts by se&onddrv
. and pospsecondary educators, working through regional intersegmental
- . organizations wherever possib}e. .

~

: Informafional outreach services, which generally include academic and
career advising, admissions ang financial aid counseling, campus tours
. and 1nformation dissemination, ave designed to provide 1iatormation
ertHer about postsecondary alternatives generally or about a specitic
college 1n order to facilrtate recruitment into that college. All
g public four-year colleges employ staff to provide these services at the
secondary schools throughout the State with large ethnic mxnorltv enroll-
ments. In addition, during the past four years, the State has funded
five experimental interipstitutiondl projects through the Cal-SOAP
Program; to test the feasibility ot formal'cooperative etforts by colldtges
and secondary schkools in the provision of information outreach services.
. Through the enabling legislation for Cal-SOAP, the Legislature declared

. - -1§- ' :
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that  “"addational etlorty lo ancreasy college access for En\-xnw»mc‘ .
students should take the tarm ot 1uterninstituational programs ovgang zed
regronally to reduce duplicvation of rnstitutional eptorts. aamd stadent
contusion.” Currently, the prepondérance ot intormational outveach

services are provided through rastitontional rather rhin inteviastitu-
twonal efforts. .

s N a : .

The Legislative Analyst'y Ottice, 1n its veport on the 1983-84 Rudget,
has concluded that "there s cousiderable duplication among the three
gegmentst in terms ot. their i1ntormational outreach programs™ and that
cooperation among nstitutional efforts‘in informational outreach 1y
inhibited because some ,campuses have placed primary emphasis_upon re-
wruitmeat of ethnic minority students into.that.campus. The Legislative
Analyst has therrfore'raaommended that the goal of 1nformational out-
reach shonld be "to 1acpease the enrol tment gt undérreprescnled students
tn postsecondary 1astitutions generally, instead of at 1ndividual 1nstitu-
tions and campuses.'" Moreover, 1n order to promota "the etficient use
ot resources, postsecondary outreach programs should be organized and
tunded on an 1ntersegmental .basis, rather than by individual segments
acting alone." : ‘

a )
While most ot the duplication 1n intormatioval outreach ettorts has been
eluminated during the past three years, the othér conclusions and recom-
mendations prgﬁentcd by ‘the Leglslat1ve Analyst are couststenl in phil-
osophy with ?bnulusxons and recommendations presented previously by the
Commisyion. ‘For example, in Equal Educational Opportunity.in (dllfOfﬂl)

Postsecondary Education: Part IV, the Commisston concluded Chat :

Undesirable competition 1s increasing among college outreach

<~ programs working on the eleventh and twelfth grade levels to
identify and recruit minority students to specific institu-
tions and campuses. This competition stems at least partially
from statf perception that program success will be  judged
prumarily by increases in a specific campus enrollment ot
tacget students. Such competition is not beneficial to the
students and wastes limited State resources. It can be dis-
cvouraged by holding outreach programs accountable only tor the
number of target students recruited 1nto postsecondary educa-
tion generally. 1In order to improve coordinathon of the
college outreach programs, the successful componengs ot the
four-year pilot California Student Opportunity and Access
Program (Cal-SOAP)} should. be replitated throughout the State
- In addition, each of the segments should allocate
funds 1n support of these coordinated, intersegmental ettorts,
as the Unmiversity of California Systemwidé¢ Office has been
doing the past three years, and should give priority to fund-
ing those projects with a demonstrated commitment to 1pterseg-
mental coordination.

The Commission has consistently argued for the Jdevelopment of regrounal
intersegmental cooperative etforts in outreach. The success ot regional
outreach efforts, as suggested by the Cal~-S0AP model, is predicated upon
Ly major elements: (1) the ability and willingness of all segmenls to
commit resources to intersegmental etforts, and (2) the establishment of

)
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1 mechanism tor governance ol ULhe reglonal etiovt. These lwo elemcots
ensure that cooperation "among thstitutions is achreved as each gt~
tutiron shares 1n the maintenance and decision making ot the outreach
e{tort 1u the regiron. To enSre regironal cooperation, all segments must
maitntain some resources tor outreach services which can be committed to
intersegmental efforts. Further, the regional eftorts hould be developed
in a2 manner which ensures that participatang xnstltntxgns share’in the
development and melementatlon ot outreach ettorts as they are cognizant
of the unique needs in the vregion, the various strategies to address
those uneeds, and the expertrse.to dJdepliver quajily services to local
students. -

» 4

s

Should the State continue 1ts 13- -year commitmept to provide giqgnaxal
JasﬂstanLe and comprehensive academic. support foy “students” from low-
income or dxsadvantqggd educational bankgrounds who do not meet the
regulax admissions “requirements at public four-year coll eges but who

have demonstrated potential to succeed academically? While this commtt-
ment should be continued, consideration should be given to the identifica-
tion of a possible more effective and efficient strategy to avhieve this

objective:

[y

The Educational Opportunity Program at the California State Umiversity,
as established by the Legislature in 4969, has primarily served those
students who do not meet regular-admissibn requirements, admitting
approximately 6,000 new students annually to the State University as
treshmen or transfer students and providing support services tor over
17,000 coptinuing students. Funding for this-program-in the current
year is approximately $14 million,” providing students with a continuum
of services beginning with retruitment through admissions, orienthtion,
summer programs, financial assistance, and a' heavy emphasis on tutoring
and counseling. L

Evaluations of comprehensive programs like -the State University EOP,
which serve economically and educatiomally disadvantaged students, are
complicated by 4he difficulty in determining proper comparison groups to
assess relative program success. With this ‘caution in mind, available

,data indicate that approximately 13 percent of the EOP students receive

a baccalaureate degree within 6 yelrs of their enrollment as freshmen.
(Approximately 40. percent of all students at the CSU receive a degree
within 6 years. Datd are not available to compare. EOP students with
non-EQP students with similar income and ethnic backgrod/as )  Last
year, in its 1982-83 Budget Report on Equal Educational Opportunity
~Programs, the Commission recommended contlnued funding for the State
University's Educational Opportunity Program while alsd recommending a
comprehensive outside evaluation of the program. .

s

he Legislative Analyst has recommended that the CSH's EOP and SAA |
programs be combined into a single program with two components--outreach
and support services. The rationale for the consolidation of these two
programs 1s (1) !"increased effectiveness of the outreach and support
services eftort by 1ncreas1ng the number of students served, and (2)
reduction of administrative costs associated with the maintenance of
separate programs.” While agreeing with the Legislative Apalyst about
‘ s

’
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During the past year, the Los Angeles Community College Distvict has

the destrability of pacreasing the ettectiveness ot the exaisting oul-
reach and support Service eftorts, decisions about the structure and
srganization. of the CS5U Educatidnal Opportunity Program should follow
drscussions about (1) the continuing State commitment to asstist pdople
trom low-1ncome or disadvarltaged educational backgrouids who Jdo not mecet
regular admissions requirements to enroll 1o tour-vear 1nstitutions and
complete baccalaureate programs, (2) the most etfective stirategy Lo
rmplement this commitment, (3) whether the CSU Educatyonal LTporLunth'
Program should continue to focus on exception admits, 9nd ta) the level

ot graduation expected ot this group ot students.
R

What‘is ﬂhe most efficient and effect1ve method to provide develqpmgqlal
and 1ntormat10nal services to ethnxc mlnorltv and low~1ncome memungﬁy

tullegg atudents with the R}LentLal ot (oqpletxng a bd((ﬁ}aUtedL( degree,

so that a larger proportion of these students Llanstet to fOUI_XPdl

yqéglggglggg There have been xelatxvely {ew cooperative eftorts tu this
area by the postsecondary institutions, and consequently-we Jdo not kpow’
the most efticignt and effective method to provide these services.

“Approximately 85 percent of the Chicanos/Latinos and Blacks enrolled 1n

Calitornia's postsecondary education attend the California Community
Colleges. Many never complete a certificate or terminal "degree program
and only a relatively small proportion ultimately transfer to tour-yeir
colleges or universities and complete a baccalaureate program. Despite
the explicit- State goal of increasing the number of ethnic minorities
who graduate "from public four-year' colleges, only a small share ot
existing equal educational opportunity efforts have been devoted to
encouraging and facilitating trahsfer. The only State-funded ettort
with the transfer process as its primary focus is the California Commun-

ity Colleges, Student Affirmative Action Transition Program,'anddthe

tunding for this program terminates in June 1983.

In 1ts report entitled Equal Educatiopnal Opportunity 1n Califoroia
Postsecondary Eddcation: Part [V, the Commission recommended:

lo order to improve the transfer opportunities from Community
College to four-year institutions of underrepresenyed students
with the potential of completing a baccalaureate program,
transitian to a baccalaureate awarding institution ghould be
established as one of the major goals‘of the Lnlxtorz a Commu-
8 nity Colleges and the Communlty College Extended Opportunity
Programs and Servijces (EOPS), with substantial coordination of
both institutional and existing EOPS funding to¢ personnel and

) services to achieve this goal. In ad@ition. the Legislature
and the segments should revi" the relevant statutes and
regulations to remove barrier transition from one program
to another and to assure grea program compatabality between

the Extend8d Opportunaty Programs and Setrvices of the Community
Colleges and the Educational: Oppo%tunltv Program ot the Cali-
tornia State University. " '

¢

in1ttated Project Asset in order to improve student retention and in- .

| "
I '
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crease transte;/rchs Lo four-year ganstitutrons.  Throughowt the State,

smaller scale 7efforts are being 1mtirated “on many Commumty Colieyge
« . .1 -

campuses. While the emphpsys on transfer trom two- to foursyear nsti-

tut1ons has been growing, there s much which vemains to.be accomp-

-

.lished. However, for trangsition activities tu be;euthced. JoRat re- S,
sponsibility must bey assumed by Yhe two- and the Lour-year sexmetls
[he University and the Stale-Unxversity should become active partici-

~* pants by providln’g resources and personnel to cooperate with the Community ‘ -

. Co}!eges in addressing this signiticant issue. . :

i B ) _ \

5. What 1s the most efficient and effective method to retaiun ethnicmpority
students in baccalauveate programs? While available Jata are limited,
discipline-specifac tutoring, advising, and counseling services appear !
Lty bLe moré successful in retaining college students. While a1 wide

- < variety of support secrvices are necessary, faculty members tend to work
- more directly with 3tudents enrolled ip their tourses, placing theix |
emphasis on academic achievement rather thap remediation, and student
study groups organized by discipline tend to encourage achievement by
combinipg {riendship with scholarship.™ :

PP

All public colleges and universities maintain tutoring, advising, and
counseling services for students eanrolled at the institution. In addrtron,
large scale special support service efforts are provided tor lowrincome
and ethnic minority students .through the educational opportunity and’
student atfiyrative action programs. The University and the State
University Have both developed good data management systems to* provade
: information \about the clients served through these special programs.
& ' The primary Mifficulty in analyzihg these data 1s the lack of similas
v tnformagion dbout the clients served through the regular support seuvvice
programs, and, therefore, the inaBility to mske comparisons with the
- general univetsity community. -

'

Despite these\limitations in the data, available information suggesty -,

that disciplindé-specific support services iavolving faculty more directiy

with studeats Yhppears to have a posifrve impart on student retenlion.

These discipline-gspecific programs: also seem to be more successtul than

general programs in creating an “achievement''-oriented rather than .
”remedial”—orieﬁtedeenvironment, in which pear pressure 1s developed to.
encourage good academic work. _Models of such programs include the

Minority Engineering Program at California State University. Northridge,

and the undergraduate Professional Development Program at the lniversity

ot California, Bdrkeley. The former program was selected tor replication
throughout the State with fundiag through Governor Browh's Investment iu

- People Program, starting in Fall 1982. The latter program has qperated

through funds from.private fodndgtions, faculty donations, and the .
tederal government. The federal f#nding tor this program will termimate ;
in Summer 1983. Two other specific types ot support etforts-=the swpmer-

bridge aud math/sgience workshops--alsq seem to have hqig pavticularly

effective in retajning ethnic minority afd low~income, stulents Bespite

the evidence of syctess in these areas, the preponderance ol State funds

are all ted for 'general support service ettorts tor which onlv cumited

data and adglysis are available to assess their eftectiveneSs.

I, s o
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"'.l. seyenteen major «programs 1o Calttormia rn 1982-83 are Jdesigned to .
T . prnvxﬁi/gubéeaﬁh +md supportive services tor low-income and etnnig
) mguotLtv students, with currvent tunding approximately $32.5 mllion ot
_/~/§tate funds, - SIO 7 mrllion of tedetlT“huub and $3.5 millron ot stu- ‘
- Yent tee revenues. (These ftunding level® do th“rﬂgludw the tinancial E
pssistance componentd of the educational opportumty prog rams -1 Approx-
mately one-fourth of these funds,61s used 1n developmental out reach
ictivities, one-half is expended through the (omprehen51ve educatronal
5 opportunity programs in the three public postsecondary Segmentb and
' one-sixth 1s used for retention efforts at the postsecondary institu-
* tions. The bMdllebt proportiond s allocated to 1nformational outreach

rerV1Leg § - " .J . ' . c . ’: .
2. During the past three years, .an Increasing' proportion ot Hispanic,

Black, and Filipino high schqol graduates have enrolled in college, .S
which provides some indication that the existing college outreach ‘

programs have.been successful. To illustrate, from 1979 to 1981, there

was a 2.9 percent increase 1n the number of Hispanic students who

graduated from publicj California hlgh schools. During the same pexxod

there was.a 17.3 perJLnt increase - in the number of H1Qpan1c first- LLme _
freshmen (19 years of’ age ‘and under) who enrolled in public postsecond—' .
ary institutions, with.’a 4.0 percent increase in the Unlver31ty ofJ !
California, a l6.5 percent increase in the State University, and an

18.3 .percent increase in' the  Community Cungges For Black students,

‘there was an 11.4 percent decrease in the number of high school graduates

from 1979 to 1981. During the same tine period, however, the number' of

Black first-time freshmen (19 years-of.age aitd under) who enrolled in RPN

the University of California increasedy by 14.0 percent and in the State - : -
University by 3.3 ‘percent. 'There was. a 7.6 percent decrease in the '

number of Blacks enrolling in the Callfornla Commiinity Colleges, with a : -
5.4 percent decrease of Black enrollments in public -postsecondary &
institutions generally. These data, as summarized on Table 7, provide
some evidence that the existing outreach'programs have been successful.

“Available data on college and unlvdr51ty enrollmenb.a graduathﬂp
rates by ethnic minority students igdicate mixed succes¥. {n increasing
the numbers who are retained througm undergraduate programs and receive
a baccalaureate degree. For Hispani¢ students there has been a moderage
iLnerease in the nuﬁb&g and proportion enrolled in each of the three )
_ public segments during’ the past six, years. ~There has been a similar
i . . lncrease 1in the number and> ‘proportion of ‘Hispanic students receiving
' bachelor's and master's degre&s~during the past five years. In con-
trast, for Black students there ha¥ been a slight decrease in the pro- .
. portion .and a slight imcrease in the mumber enrolled in each of the <&
. . public segments during the past six years:® Among degree recipients,
there has been an increase in the number aad proportion ot Blacks
eceiving -baccalaureate degrees from the Statk University. However,
among master's degree reciprents at the. Stute University, and bachelor's
. and master's degree recipients at the University of California, there
has been-a decrease from 1976-77 to the present. In short, a decng?sing?n -
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TABLE 7 <Changing Dzstrzbutlons -af Graduptes of Pubizg ;e
. .Califernia High Schools and Firkt-time Fresamen . .~ |
h 19 and uUnder”in Public Postsecondarg Fngtrtutrons;
- .o bg Ethn1c1tg, 1979 and 1981 SR \
v ¢ . .. . ‘- P
A “Astan - .t IVagx Hispanac - i.‘l'i;) vy ) ~hite o N
¢ } 2 . -
Q1M SCHOOL GRADUATES ™ L o o ) .
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: Eall 079 . Lo 1,335 .88y h 14.009 "
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. ‘ . . B 1 . . N . \‘ " A -
+ chauge. 1979 o’ (981 AEER T S s, oL ' « N U8 - L8l e
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. : ©CALIFORNIA CONMUNITY COLLEGES A : ' ' . T
. R . I * - - N . s . ) ‘. . , M
. : Fabl 1979 ' ST e w832 12,418 146936 L, 23 BO.G#O ; 1 -, L -
- %% Fall 1981 . ; 4.895 1,471 r/ L7,005 1,365 Sbgg, ;
L : o N oo AR S
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conumber ot Black stldents have graduated trom Calrtornia’s pubi v ol Peges
and pniversities. during the past tive vears;  despite the Laowe soale
cqﬁul cdhcatxnna1~opportuu1ty etforts al eadh ot these 1nstitutions.

3 \uhstqntllh progress has been made during the pasthree vears 1o m-

- , ' proving the” general management ot Che several equal <du(:t1nu)' oppors
PR Y tunatly ppagrams. Almost all pragrams now' rnclude a comprebensive data
’ o ' f . managemeny Eqmponent, s0 that anformation as routinely’ gatherved and
b o . r€portéd_dbuut the pumber and characteristics of the clients scrved,

Ao o . the services provided, and the impact ot these services. The major ex-

. . ceptions to the general progress in this area, are (1} the Commuynity
o . . - College Extenmded Opportunity Prdgtama and Herv1keh (EORS) asnd, (2) the
P ;”‘ UnxverQ1ty of Galifornia Immediate Outreach und Academiy Enhancement

o Progrnum o e R . -

. “-.~ o *

R
AR HOWL SLdtG tunded outreacﬁ efforta by postsecundary “institutions con-
¥ tinue ‘tol emphasxze?operstlons by todivrdual institutions rather. than

' ; _ nxpllcxt cooperative, anerxnstltutlonjq relationships with represepta-_
R tives trom other colleges aond universitied in-the surrounding regiovn.

. . + The maJor exceptiopg to-the: geperalxzatlon are the institutions which
a participate in’Cal- SOAR T (which by:. law involves coopugalive, interseg-
Aot meéntal operations) and to' a,legset éxtent, the Core Student Affirmative

. '._ B ﬁ" Lollege Stpdent Affirmative Actxon:franSthnn Program..- . . p

0 . -. ’- :
R . V- LY n x

. Jdistributed to the campuses , throygh a. process which recognizes and
AL ‘_ rewards institutional effe¢tivenes® in achieving the obJect;ves L the
e “n progrhm These. prpgrams ﬂkp Cal<SOA®. and Core Student’ Astxrmatxve
By v T A¢tion.gr the State University, which Both émploy ah annual conq?@t&on
“ T . . grant ~review progcess, and the Demoustcad isen PrOJect in Readufg and
e w7 Mathematics, adminisgfered by 'the Stat ment of Education, which
- - requices petiodic ethuatlon of the proje
: ff fex . least cost-effective. The prepopderahce, of Stpte tunds are allocated
T T ‘égygio programs which do not place a primary émphaé&qiupon pro;ecL effective-
e ;N ne§s in th%;_ stributionof the fuads to the campukgs , o
" e o AL . &
ﬁ*& s b, An . uutsmé gﬁaluation oP the MESA ptogram has been completed by the
S w7 Center, 'for. the Study of Evalyation at UCLA~ “Fhe Center congluded that

a

A ey h‘thfe iﬁ&ﬁ Program is wellsimplemented: with a COherent set of component
T ._;(wx‘servxceshln place that reach’ targeted students. Furthér. the. MESA -
% ' 7¢‘j‘ B rOogram ﬁﬁﬂierCELVed as effectxve by coogdinators, advisors. parmnts,
- WA “{3;ﬁ . These perceptions -are b&rnes, out by ‘data. on aEadgmlc

: 2 iﬁdxcq;lng that MESA etudentsiﬁg%form signifigantly higher.
than students of Bhe  same ethnic, backgroutu natxenwmde ~and ‘than QEher

‘-wggy e .nOLlege preparatory students in their own schools. , ) e

o . & . N x' N i
o K " T A tlnal evaluatxon of Lhe Cal- SOAP pkogram has heen Lompbvted.by the
f A Postsecondary Edﬁcatlon Commission, with the “conclusion’ presented that
, { "three years of dxperimentidtion. by "Cal-SOAP have demonstrated that
A i substantial benefits ygsult ‘from- anterlnstltutLOnal coordination of
' ' outreach servtgbiwxythe duplication of effort by’ Lolleges 1s %edn@ed

[ . . ° . - . . .
R * B k‘* " ) . o . , h ' Y ﬁ ¢
- - . & . . R &

. . . R - - . . . < ° - . . .
RN E . : ) * o g . .. . v

o

" Actioun: Ptogram at the Caltfornia State Unxver31ty, ML$A, and the Lommunlty

5. .Three State-funded Rrograms arce ddMiﬂlbtéf@“ so that program funds are -

ahd the ellmlnatien of the
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wd the services Provided to students are enhanced % The Commyssion
has therefote’ recommended” that o new Cal-SOAP program be esLJblLshcd.ln\
‘Summer 1984, Wi;hfél narvower- tange ot brOJecLs embodving cratical
teatures of the exasting raterinstitutional ettorts. (Thds recaonmenda-
» thnﬁis inc buded in SB 809, as introduced by Senator Hart 1a March
' 1983.) This proposed new program would replace the existing progiam,
whichwill terminate ‘on June 30, 1984. ' _ By :

’

v N ~

B The Législature has directed the Postsecondary Educatipn Commissidn to
) evaluaté the Lore StudentuAffirmative Action Program at. the State Uni~
versity. In a review of Core published 1n Jdnuary‘1983,'the Comm1ss10n
concluded that "almost all of the 19 State Universaity campuses hav¢
made progress- in implementing .the Core Program . . . . The autreath
.compoaent of the Core’ Program has been ‘positively.received by high .
. school coungélors and staft, who regard the Core statf as reliable, )
‘well-trained, and effective. Available data 1adicate that-}nc%egsing
.numbers of minority stuydents from secondary schools served.by the Core
Program are envolling in college ™ THe Commission also corcluded that
the outreach programs on most State University campuses need to be
Soordinated more effectively and that many campuses have not succeeded
an establishing intersegmental outreach efforts. A.t)nal compreheasive
evaluation of the Coxe. Program will be completed by the. Commission
prior td legislative “review of the 1984-85 Budgety

p !

_ 9.- The Legislature has maintained an inconsistent policy on the' evaluation !

. ‘of equal edficational opportunity programs. While directing that ar . |
outside evaludtion be comple&ted of the MESA, ' Cal<SOAP, and Core Student

.~ - Atfirmative Action (CSU) programs, the“legislature has delegated the’

responsibility for evaluaging the University of California's programs
to ‘the University systemwide office. Prior to 1977, the Legaslature
requested an outside evaluation of the State University's Educational ' -
Opportunity Program ahd the Community Colleges' Extended Opportumity

Cw Programs and Services (EOPS). “However, sigce "that date, the evaluation
respon%ébilities have been:delegated to the systemwide administrative’
otficesy. ‘dnd 'no- comprehensivesyeyie i?s. been attempted to assess the
effectiveness 6fé§ither.pfdg" As ‘aNredult ‘of this policy, t%ﬁfe-is
. uneven' Knowledge'ahout, the fgferitions and effectiveness of several ~ .
. . 3 . - SN "1, . N
’;ﬁé;( ) sqg:l g&u?at1onal 69 &Egtgy pregrams. . .

‘?{ ‘ B S N #:, * A _ ) o 4
l0. ,During.éach of thq‘hast' ®0 years, the University ot California System-
wide Office hasgpublished data demonstrating the impact of ‘the Early
Optreach Progij which berves approximately 17,000 secondary school 7
scpdents_annua,i&..'The objecﬁive of this program is to increase the "
number of targ§t students who alhieve eligibiljty for admission to
publichfour—yeak“col}eges. Data providéd by]}he Systemwide Office .
indicate that 37.5 perctent of the 1,075 early outreach participants
graduating, in. June 198} were eligible for ‘the University, with 22
. percent of the participants actually enrolling in the University. The
-, -Jata for the following year indicate that-27.2 percent of the 2,365 ,
' ,'n‘d .éaxly outreach participants were eligible for the University, with lo.8 ’
BRI percaent actually earolling in,the Univetsity. Systemwide, 73.6 pércent
o “of -the early. outreach marticipants graduating with the class ot ({982 .
.enrolled jins“a public Ppostsecondary institution, (For ‘comparative
purposes, approximitely 60 percent of all“highlﬁchpol graduates enroll
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in postsecondacy nstitutions. ) there 1s consaderable Jdrisparvity amony
the campuses 1n thewr Unmiversity eligibility rcate from the lans ot

1982, with a high ot 'vo.2 percent at.Santa Cruz to 1 low ol 16 percent
at Davis. : ' v : ot

fhe Academrc Enrvichment Program of the Lniversity of Calitarnig was g

prlot program igitiated four years ago Lo establigh "MESA-like™ projects
iwolving University taculty working direct)ly with secondary  scliool

students. As reported last year by the Commission’, the University has

thus far not completed a comprehensive evaluation to 1dentity wvhat was
learned from this experimental etfort. Moreover, during the past vear,

_the Systemwide Administration has not gathered the impact data necessarvy

tor such aa evaluation ftrom three of the four campuses whith have AEP
projects. s

The Commuriy ty Lollege Extended Opportunltv Programs and Services 1s the
largest State-funded program designed ‘to identidy and retain low-
income, educationally disadvantaged students 1in postsecondary educa-
tion. During the past year, the program served approximafely 68,000
students, ‘with an average expepditure of §$360 per students During
1980-81, an EOPS Evaluation Study Group was established to update
existing evaluation procedures through .the development and recommenda-
tion of long-range evaluation strategies for EOPS in the 1980s. While
the Chancellor's Office staft is workifg to implement many ot these
recommendations, and while some -information is now available about the
grade point average of EOPS’students the general data necessary to

“assess the relative success of this program are not avai*able.

During the past 12 years, the Educational Opportumity Program at the
California State University has played an- important role in providing
access and support at baccalaureate awarding "institutions tor low-
income and ethnic minority students who do not meet regular admissions
standards- but _.who are considered to have the‘poténtial to succeed at an
academic institption. During 1980-81, more than 6,200 -lovw-income and
ethnic minority students enrolled in the State Un1ver51tv as EOP students,
with approximately 70 percent of them not eILngle under the regular
admigsions requirements. Appromeately 52 percent of the Black stu-
dents and 31 percent of the Chicano studénts enrolled in the State
University are EOP students. Less than 4 percent of the new EOP en-
rollees "in Fall 1980 .were academically disqualified after t ficst
year ot study During 1980-81, the State University graduatei® /08 EOP
students, with 147 of these students completing their studies in Busi-
ness Management. Two important treads,during the past few years iun the
EOP program at the State University are (1) a decreasing number of
students being served through the program, and (2) o decreasing number
of EOP students graduating from the University (foy example, the number
ot graduates, decreased from 848 in 1979-80 to 7§8 during- 1980-81).
Chancellor™s Oftice staff has speculatefl that tHde lack of avairlable
financial assistance (primarily federal funds) hds atfected the enroll-
ment of EOP students. Prelimipary figures for 1A82-83 shew an increase
rn enrollment, whibh‘may be related to the incrédased avarlaBility of
icdeval.funds during the same period. '
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the Protessional Development Program (PP at the Umiversity of vali-
fornia, Berkeley, 1s a non-state tunded etfort which hds had sigurta-
cant ampact 1n working with ethnic minority and women.students. [he

undelgzaduute compotient of this program curvently provides various
services to appxoxxmately 200 undvxgrlduatas 2t Berkeley who are en-
rolled in any of 24 mathematics, scrence,  and English comses. Now an
1ts t1'tth year of operation, available data 1ndicate that PDP students
have consistently out pertormed theirv pon-PDP minority counterparts 1o
ecach of the project’'s target courses. Moreover, in many ot these
courses,. the average grade of PDP students have been equal to or.higher
than that of their non-minority -classmates.. While the program has
helped LO?lMPLOVC the academic pertormance of the pdr[lLlpdtlﬂgtbLU‘
dents’, it ‘has algo been successful. in keeping students in the Univer-
stty. - Available data rndicate that the proportion of PDP students
completing tour .and seven academic terms 1s highdv thait that umong both
their minprity and their non-minerity clasgmates’. Because of the
demonstratéd success of the PDP approach, ettorts have been i1nmitiated
to establish gimilar projects at UCLA, UC San Diego, ‘and CSU San Diego.
The funding tor this effort has come Trom four sources: faculty gon-
tributions, 1institutiongl contributions, the private sector, and the
U.S. governmerrt. This last source of {unding wrll end in June.l983.

. The Universily of California systemvide office has collected rethively

comprehensive data about students served through the academic support
3@“@§ces for minority and low-income students. , The Janugry 1983 report
from that office, gave emphasis to summer trapsition programs at the San
Diego wnd Berkeley campuses. The Sam Digggsgtogram provides summer
instruction and pre-entrance counseling tor high risk minority and
low-income students who will be enrollrng at the University n tHe
tall. Avaxlable .data indicate these services, as well as follow-up
academic assistance and counseling Shroughout the first year, signiti-
cantly improve the retentfon rate of the target students. A report
lrom the campus states that "it is important to emphasize the distinc-
tion between a program that 1s prxmarlly intended .to remediate dctxa1eﬁ—
cres and one whose main purpose’ 1s to intefrate low-income and mlnorxtv
students into the campus. Summer Bridge is not a, rémedial program.
For example, although some students arrive with deficiencies in math
skills, others are proficiedt . The Summer Bridge Program 1s
designed sto address many issues that affect a student's decision to
stay at the University, to build a network of peer group support, and
to make the campus a familiar place bLet®re the tall quartar begins.™
While many four-year colleges have similar summer transition programs,
these programs are all small-scale efforts.serving a relatively small
proportion of the incoming ethnic mingrity and low-income students. '

»

~26- .

T 32 BESTCOPY AVAY AT



v
RECOMMENDATIONS . : .
. . .

- . In order to 1ncrease gnbstantxally the number ol ethni¢ minorvity stadents
"kraduating trom_pustscvupddry‘LnSLLLutxdhs during, the next tive vears, the
priovities 1n State funding of outreach and supportiservice progdams should
be (1) tmproved academic preparation ot ethoic minoritw students while they

) ¢ re enrolled 1n secondary school, {(Z) 1acrgased retvn{,mn ot mulutlL\’ stu-
deats enrolling 1n college, partlcularly those majoring in the ﬂvlhemalx<t
T and scrence-based disciplines, and '(3) increased transition of minority
. " students from two-year to four-year institutions, after these students have
completed their academic objectives at the Community Colleges. In working
toward, the achievement of these phiorities, particular cmphasts should -be
placed upon cooperative wnterinstitutional eftorts as a means Lo utilize-the
existing lumited.resources as effectrvely as possible. ! '
. - » '
Within this general framework of priorities, the Commission-statf Pecommenda-
tiogs -tor -the 1983-84 Budget ave the fpllowxng: ' '
‘ . 1. 1f the. Legxbldture wishes Lo augment equal ediicational opportunity
. budgets, then the tirst pr1or1ty ‘1n the allocatigon of this ftunding
. ~* should be for the operation of the undergraduate component of the Pro-
tessional Development Program at the University of California at Berkeley
(which {5 losing its federal funding 1n July 1983), and the replication
. ’ of this model on other selected four-year campuses. These  funds should
he allocated Lhrougﬁyd tompetitive process with Lnatxtntlons expecte{ to
> provide equal dollar matching. If additional funding is not available
: - the University of California Systemwideé should give high priority to:
, _ (1) maintainjng current funding Levels for the Berkeley program, and (2) S
1f passible, replxcat1hg the, Barkeley program on other Universilty ot
California campuses by reaILOLatlng ex1st1ng Stdte d8llavs provided qu
' programs to improve retent1on
‘ 2. Current tunding levelg should be «dntinued through 1983-84 (or those
. equal educational opportunity programs which have Leaéntly been reviewed - .
as successtul by an outside evaluation agency. These- proprams ave Ly
MESA/MEP,> (2) Core Student Affirmatjve Action in-the State University,
(J) the Demonstration Projects 1n Reading and Mathematics, aund («4)
Cal-SOAP. ‘ |
» 3 Current funding'levels'for the University of CélifornLa's'Early Outreach
Program should be continued through 1983-84.. Howeveér, since this 1s the
only sizable outreach effott by c¢olleges work1ng at the jumior high
level, and since,preliminary data provided, by the Umiversity indicate
some program success,* it is imperative that an outside evaluation ot
d this program be conducted by non- Un1vers1tv employees prior to decisions
R , about the 1YB4-85 BudgeL

4¢  Curvent tunding 1&vels tor the State University's Educational Oppor-
tunply Program should be continugd through 1983-84< Muridy the dext
nine months, representatives fron the State University, working with -
staff from the Postsecondary Education Commigsion, the Legislatave
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Analyst’s Ottice, and the Calitomng Communmity volleyges, shounild retrel
existing as,well as sltérnativé strategies-to provide prnancial assis-
tance and comprehenyive academic support tor students trom:low-income oy.
drsadvantaged educational backgronnds who do not meet the regular admis-
stons requirements at publlc tour-vear vellegesy but who have demonsUrated
peteptial to complete baccalaureate prograws. The coudlusioons and
IN&OmmPnﬂAtIOHb of-the CSU Systemwide EOP Advisgry Committee tcharied by
President Lo Bounty ot CSPU, Pomona) should be considerved bv this 2 hoc
committee as‘at conducts this review. Prior to legislative review ot
the' 1984-85.Budget, this ad Boc committee should recommend an etfective
and etficient strategy to achiebve this objective. g

The{lack'of‘availabLa information about students served through the
Community Colleges' Extended Opportunity Programs and Servvices precludes
the Commission from making recommendations about appropriate tunding
levels for this pragram in 1983-B4. It order to provide morve detailed
ynformation about the 1impact ot the EOPS program, the Chantellor's
Ottice should hire an outside evaluator with the responsibilily ot
determining the proportion of EOPS students who complete degree or
certificate programs and/or transfer to four-year institutions, ‘as well
as any other information considered e¥sential in determining the relatave
success ot the EQPS program’. On the basis of similar program evaluations,

it 15 estimated that this evaluation will cost 330,000, which the Chauncellor's

Oftice should tund trom existing, resources. This evaluation should be
completed pr1or to legxslatxve review ot the 1984-85 BudgeL[

The quvernity of Calatornia and the Calitornia State University should
be directed to prepare plans (with a timetable for implementation) tor

vonsolidating on each campus existing student atffirmative action pYograms,

educational opportunity programs, and other appropriate: programs  and

services. This consolidated effort ghould include two components--out-
reach and retention.- In preparing these plans which should be submitted
to the Legislative Budget Committees by February 1, 1984, each system-

wide otfice should: .

a. *Allow sutficient flexibility yn the implementation.of the concept so
that each campus has the ability to adopt a model whith 1s rvespon-
sive to local campus needs, L

b, Provide tor the coantinuation ol all necessary services provided by
existing programs, " '

¢. Restructure the programs based upon an appraisal of the ettective-
ness of existing services,

¢ v
d.  Include a process tor the distribution of program tunds which recog-
nizes and rewards ‘institutional eftectiveness in achievang the
-ohfectives ot the program, and L '

e. Emphasize the active involvement in the operations ol, the program by
semor administrators and taculty, with equal educational oppor- '
tunity efforts defined as comprehensive tnstitufronal efforts coor-

v dlnatlng all existing, CAMpUS resources,
- * .
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Kepresentalives of the segments ot public postsecondary wdhuoatien, s
well as secondary education, should be directed to work svrth the ommis -
s1on 1n the preparation ot o plin fovr new policy directions o equai

. educational opportunity ettorts which wall:
&» ’ o
~ ' .
2 Place expanded responsibility Lor strengthening colleyge prepasitorg

curyronla of mnority and low-wncome students with the wecondary ™
sthools and the State Depavtment Oi_ﬁhlUgitl\ﬂl,

“
.

b Propese developmental outreach effforty {tutoring and academic
enhancement) for secondary school dtudents which 1nclude the actuve
- and coordinated etforts ot secondary and postsecondary educators,

. Place greater responsibility for the Jdelivery ot intormational
out reach Scrv1n¥s'<n1 xntersvgmvntal effurtsﬂ]ﬂx the geugraphxcl\
areas where they seem most appropriate, ‘ ’
d. Place expanded and shared responsaibility with the three public
segments ot postsecondary education. tor 1ncren;}nx the traunsfer
opportunities from Commumity Colleges to baccalaureate awarding
mnstitutions tor low-income and ethnic minority students, and

~ »

¢. Propose an evaluation strategy to be used by the Commission in.the
t annual review of al)) State-funded  equal educational opportuansty
N programs’ so that ¢ rehensive and comparable ranformation is avail-

able about the operations and ettectiveness of each program. This
plan should be prepared prior to legislative review of the 1984-85
Budget Act. ' '

»
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APPENDIN A
V.

sSummary ol txisting Outreach and
support service Frograms

L:'.h’,}l.'
Cahltarnma (nmmunn\, Colleges Extended ()pp()rtumt\ )
Programs and Services (EOPS) ' . 5.
Calitorma Community C‘ollege's' Student Attirmative Action
_ and Extended Opportunities Program ahd Services (EOPS) .
‘ Transition Projects : 34
- »
) Calitormia State Department ot Education, Demonstration
Pragramt in Reading and Mathematics 3
- l ° . - . »
Cahltfornia State Department ot Education, Special g
o Pm)m ts "Unit _ -39
: «qlxtorma btaw Umversxty Core Student
N T Attirmative Action Program . 41
Calitornia State University Educational
Opportunity Program (E()P) , 16
. \ , , i -
¢iatifornia Student Qpportunity and Access Program (Cal-SOAP) 19
% i Mathema'l.ics, l‘,nginheering, Science Achievement (MESA) 53
. Quest tor Engineering, Science and Tec hnology (QUEST)Y
A Minority Engmeermg Program 55
Special Programs for Disadvantaged Students DY
. ’ 1
. California Upvgemd Bound Projects ) 58
, California Talent Search PrBjects . bl
Califordia Educational Opportunity Centers ' T
« Calitornia Special Services for Disadvantaged Students )
- . -
Lmversity of -Cqliforma Academit Enrichment Programs 70
. . o o - b :
Umversny of (Jahforma Academic Support Services g
\ i
University of California. Edrly Qutreach Program .
(Partnership--Junior High ScHool (,omponent) ’ ‘ T
Lniversity ‘ot California Early Outreach Program- .
(Partnership--Sentor High School Component) . R <40
i L'mversity ot Calitorma Immedfate OQutreach Proygram B3
’. * L
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CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES EXNTENDED OPPORTUNITY
- PROGRAMS AND SERVICES (EOPS) - '
%

The Extended Upportunity Program and Sevvices (FEOPS) of the Calitor-
n1a Community Colleg%s, established 1n 1969, 15 directed toward the
goal of recruitiag and retaining students handicapped by language,
social and economic disadvantagesyand tacilitating their successtul
participation in the educational pursuits of the college. Eligib:l-
1ty criteefa for the EOPS program are primarily economic. Title 9
of .the California Administrative Code states that EOQPS students
cannot have a family income greater than 59,999 for a family of
four, $8:999 tor a family of three, and 56,999 for a-tamily of two.
Eftorts to identify EOPS students concentrate on students alreadv
enrolled at the Community Colleges as well as studeats in the high
svhools. '

i

The basic services of the KOPS program are:

1. Tutoring in atademic subjects tor Community College students.

2. Academic and career counseling for Community College students. *,

3. Outreach, includihg direct recruitment, early contact with

' ) junior high school level students, and special readiness actyvi-
ties prior to collegesenrollment. ' )
4. Special instruction, such as in basic skills, study skills,
language development, translation, library utilization, career
planning classes, and ethnic studies. )
. ¢ CGultural enrichment functions, designed to enhance the appreci-
) ation ot cultural differences and similarities among students
and college statf. ) r
6. Direct grants, work:study, and/or short-term loans.
_ i
. Funding History '
197%-77 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
$11,484,027 513,983,157 $17,389,919 §20,472,092 $23,462,000 524,701,000 ~
~ - ' - - .
Funding Utibkization: The Chancellor's Office reports that approxi-
matelv 41 percent of total EOPS tunds are utilized tobt direct
tinancial aid, 49 percent are utilized for/educational programs an
. support services, and 9 percent are utilized for general management
. services. -Within the category of services, 10 percent ot total
- v -~ i J
R . ~32~
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funds 2 uti1lized tor outyeach, 17 percent for,instruction amd
tutoring, 13 percent tor counseling, and 9 percent !or other sec-
vicgs.

Numbers Served 5 w
’

L976-7%  1977-78  1978-79 1979 -80 L980-81 1981 -8.

40,724 48,679 59,001 . 62,381 67,890 67,890 v

Evalyption Data : T

In 1976, the Evaluation and Trainming Institute preparéd a report
entitled "The Study of Extended Opportunity Programs and Services"
which was® prepared to provide . 8 comprehensive evaluation of
EOPS with conclusions relative to determining the extent of Community
Colleges meeting the objectives . . . " specified for EOPS. In
1979, the Chancellor's Office issued a preliminary report to the
Legislature on the "Impact of EOPS on.Participating Students 1n
Terms of Outreach, Retention, *and Post-College Follow-up.' In
addition, annual reports are made to the Board of Governors about-
the EOPS program. During 1980-81, an EOPS Evaluation Study Group
wirg established-<to update existing evaluation procedures through
the development and-recommendation of long-range evaluation strate-
gies for EOPS in the 1980s. During the past two years, the Chancel-~
lor's Office staff 'has worked to implement many of these recommenda-
tions.

-33_

_ | /

o BEST COPY AVAILABLE



/ 3N
) g,
b i
CALIFORNIA  COMMUNITY  COLLEGES' STUDENT  AFFIRMATIVE .
ACTION AND ENTENDED OPPORTUNITIES PROGRAM AND
SERVICES (EOPS) TRANSITION PROJECTS N

The California Communtty Colleges received funding tn the 1980-81
Budget to establish three pilot student attirmative action transi-
tron projects designed to: * ~ : '

\

. e } R . \
i L. [Identify potential transter students from underrepresented
' . ethnic minorities oo epch campus and to provide them with

)

support services,

i Provide opportunézies for these students to encdll /concurrently
~at a four-year iggtitution in an attempt to acquaint_them with
the dLﬁdemlL 9k111§ necessary for succvess at a four-vear insti-
tuton, i ’

! }.  Provide opportunities fof work experxencelxuternshlps tor these

! J/// students, and

4. Orient two- and four-year college persomnel to inc‘an'thelr
sensitivity and responsiveness to the special problems of
disadvantaged transfer studengs.

In January 1981, the Chancellor's Ottice selected. three project
sites involving the following campuses:
. Sacramento: . Californja State University, Sacramento
Sierra Community College

Merced/Modesto: California State -College, Stanislaus
- Merced Collegé
- . R Modesto Junior éollege
San Joaquin Delta College
San Diego:  ° Point Loma College
o San Diego City College
R 1 San Diego Community College District
Sat Diego Mesa College
San Diego Miramar College
San Diego State University . | r
Southwestern College R PR
United States International Unlversltv :
University ot California, San Diego

@ - ’ 39 s _ ;
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Funding History .

The projeclts began serviog parlicspaals o apoiay amd fac. 9,
with approximately 372,000 each wn tunding S cent ses: fu-iony
tdanuary 83 - June 83) avexaged 537,000 tor <ach priziedt .

Numbers Servegl

\
- > t ' ]9 ‘ ’-—\‘-18:- / )
Sacramento . 5% R
Merced SRS LY nl S L
04 R '
San Diego 120 ! SO _ v
PO In addition to the three Studenz -Aftirmative Action Trg nsitxpn‘_
, ~Projects, six Community Colleges are wmplementing tirnsxt u pilot
. . Pbryjects through Extended Opportunities Program and S&rvices (EOPS).
These project sites include: Butte College, Monterey Peninsula .
College, Chabot College, -Santa Ana College, and a joint project at
i Imperial Valley and Palomar Cotleges. The EOPS Transition Projects ,
. began in October 1981 under three broad program areas: (1) Student
Transition (gendral), (2) Math/Science, and (3) Innovative Projects. .
. "b" - - ’ I . i . -
G . Funding History
Project ftunding in 1981-82 ranged from $8,0Q0 to $57,000, for . .
’ total of $212,000 for all six projects. 1lun 1982-83, project” fund-
e 1ng ranged trom &gO,LOO to 969,500, for a total of §243,465. -+
‘ ~ ? _ ; e
. - [y . i *
S , \ ‘ . .
¢ ,f*'
) -~
~ ' ’ ' ~
: A ,
. ) . | \
- - vy £ . +
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. < ; . : '
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Numbers Servetd

L}

: g | 1982-83
1981-82 .(gstimated) .
Butte 50 ; 40 r ' )
M&nterey -25 70. P )
 Chabot 75 160_ ’
Santa Ana -- ., 30
Imperi1al Valley ‘2QO 300 ' :
. .Palomar,' 1662 334 »
* FEvaluation -Data ' o '

.The Postsecondary Education Commission has the responsibility td

report to the Legislature by December 31, 1983, on the effectiveness.’
_ . of student affirmative action transition DEOJGCCS projects tn the \
‘ Community Colleges.

In addition, the Commission will evaluate the six EOPS transition’

. projects. Because of the similarity between the SAA and EOPS C e
transition projects, it was determiped by Comm1531on staff that one '
evaluation of all nine prOJects would provide more comprehensxve ‘

data on problems and bawgiers to transfer.
. ] ’
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF. EDUCATION . .DEMONSTRA-
TION PROGRAMS [N READING AND MATHEMATICS :

The Demonstration Programs n rehdlng and, mathematics were created
in 1969 when the California State Legislature enacted -Assembly Bill’
938 with an appropriation of $3 millionm. AB 938 represeats an
effort’ to stress proficiency in reading and/or mathematics for.
student populations from low-income neighborhoods, high transiency,’
and low test scores in grades 7, 8, and 9. :

-
—

Eligible districts defined as "those having schools of. greatest

nead'" .can compete for first- year .appropriations Co support 3 program
v in the seventh grade, the eighth grade in the sécond year, and the
ninth grade in the third bf a junior high schoolx

Under legislative mandate, in.order to keep their funding, partici-
pating schools must: '

-

T e ' Show definite academic’ improvement for underachleVLng youngsters
1n reading and/or mathematics.

e Create a hlghly systematized program WhICh could be repl1cated
at another school site.

e Produce high student achievement.
]

e Diyseminate information to other school people about successful
practices learned in the programs. @ .
. ‘. N 13
M

-~ T

Funding Hiséory

Funding for the~Dem0nstrat10n Programs has .continued at approwlmately
$3 million annually since the Program began.in 1969. The funding
level for the 1982-83 current budget consists of $3,558,000 for
approx1mately 28 Demonstration Projects representing 19 distrjcts
throughout the State. -The funding formula for the Programs takes
into account learning-.achievement based on the.difference between
expected .gaind-in aehlevement and -actuval gains, as measured by pre=
and post-test scores in the Comprehensive Test of Basic Skills
(CTBS) and the program gost per school site: 'The least cost effec-
tive schools are dropped fpom the Program each-year.

'(I
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Numbers sServed, ) d . L

. ’ -

- X | o - ) |
Approximately Q.QQU student’s ate expecteld to beé Served 1o W80~
3 . .t _ A .

4
<

Evaluation . | avc T . R : .
. 1Y _'Y A

) hd /
The ~ (hmpxéhenbxv& evalwation ﬁjesxgn per projast s determined

entirely at the local:-district or school level. Informatxon'repurt—"'

¢d by the State Department of EdULatxon stemmxgp from-the, 1981-82
local evaluatlans lndlhatﬁd a medirad of 2,5 months ot gxowth 1n'-
reading and 2.9 ‘months of" grv th in Mathematxc3~per each gonth ot’
prog¥am in%LrU&LLon : Du*ln&‘ same school  yéar, the med Lan
incredse in readiog was 183 per(ent and 370 petcent 1in mathematicy
over predicted scores in light of the low pre-test se¢ re characterv~
istycs of participating students. :ﬁdd;LLonally, the eglslatxve

Analyst's Office reviewed the Program 1w detail in preparatjiontfor
their analysis of. tlie 1980-81 Budget*lel ahd aongluded that the'.

Demonstration Programs” apq o . ~ K
) ', ) = ) .. ' N . e ‘ r‘ wi(# ‘ !.Y‘ .
e exemplary progers; - o T 1 ' '
° prov1ding leadership to other;suhooLs w1th,compensatorvrQQy(dtxon
program tundlng‘ and < . )
: Y S
e appear torresult in’improved studentvperformance. i . ”
s -
N N ‘_ . i n X
- i }(
* .
. .
: ~
L . ' - h T .
. “
LR " i ("/
e
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CALIEORNTA *)'I\f}TL DE MRTML\H «or Lm CATION . FPECIAL
PROJECTS WNIT -~ ¢ a
N ".’.7‘ T Pl

. Lo ' N » .

Umiversity ;.mcl C‘pllege (,)ppot‘t_un'n.ies Brog'.r_‘mg} (_ESEA '1‘%ll¢-l\'4'(f
Title lV ~C of the tederaL Elementary 1nd Secondary Fhunalxon Act
provides Yfunding® for local edQuaLIenal agencies: to develop and
tield test new mq&els tethn;queg, gtrategies,. and, SOLUtlénq Lo
(urrent educatlonal propflems. While any of the- 1arnt1t1ed pro,étL
categories can be dxrectédqt%Watd the need$ of .ethnic minority and
low-1idcome students -th@ Califé nla SCaceiBoagd of Education has.
reserved fundin for projects wiich ‘deal With the .preparation ol
mlnorlty studeﬂis "Eor successful college qnd university pertform-
ance.. Through the Eramework of the Unf#bsity and Gollege Oppor-
tugities Program, 10 grants were awarded in 1979 to edygational
agencies with~the general oal bf increaging the nUmber of students
from undﬁrfcp;esented groJ%s'who are ellglbhe for and encoll in a
fourayear vollege ‘or” university. The spec;fl(

Bjectives aof the

» pxojects included the folﬂow1ng

1. Patt]cipating Students complete a college- preparatory curricu-

lum which meets the University of Lat;fornxa $ minipum entrance’

i requ1rements

! (.Y

2. Prdject staff- and school thuulty‘Hévelop special teaching
‘skiPls and be knowledgeable: about strategies for meeting the
unique needs of potentlally high-achieving mlnorlty students;

“AT1 parents (guardiansg) of partlcipating students be knowledge~
able about college academic¢ requirements and be supportive of
their’, children's participation in the college preparation
-program; and X »

4. Participating studedts be aware of their career interests and
what academic preparation is require¢d for each such career.

[Due, to the competltlve nature of IV-C funding and the annual appli-

catxon .process, 6 of the 10 projects were funded as third-year

replication projects in 1981-82. Each .funded site replicated 1ts

. program at a new high school site with little new money in addition

to the previously funded.sites.
selected by the State Department of Education,

tollows: ’
“ I

The ys1x projects and grants, as
for 1981-82 were as

)
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197980 1980-81 . 1ua1-u2

i Lus Angeles Unitied School Dis-
Lrict;  "High SchoolysUniversity
lnteraction Program,"” to serve
309 students S99, 453 .$103,lil Shl . 26l

ﬁ(\ 2. Los Angeles Unified School Dis-

trict: "Prep," to serve 915 - -
students © ' 89,975 92,787 8y ..

~J

[
w

. Urange Gounty Department ot Edu-
cation: "Students®Capture Oppor- . ' -
tunities to Redirect Their Educa- - .
tion (SCORE)," to serve 83§ ¢
g students _ ' 79,411 79, 3406 96, 606

o~

Sacramento City Unitied,School
. ‘ District: '"Operation Sgccess:J
A College Headgstayt Program," :

to serve 433 studeats - 67,671 67,671 02,¢57

Oakland {pified Schoal District:

"Oakland Scholars and Achievers | — ,

College Eligibility Program,” to o~ -
serve 625 students . 71,000 65,458 64,623

<

6. San Diego Courty Department of
' Educat\gn: "Operation Success,' ~—
to servk 360 students ' 73,957 67,000 b6, 159

In-1982-83, two ot the projects (Project PREP 1n Los Angeles and Project

SCORE .in Orange County) were selected as exemplary by the State Depart-
: ment of Education, and the project directors were hired for the year

to travel throughout the State and present their findings to collmagues

1in secondary and postsecondary institutions.

Ed

¢ M -

Pz‘égram Funding History,

. 1979-80 " 19gh-81 1981-82
i .. S700,000 « . $700,000 - 5459,9064

Numbers Served

During the initial year‘of the program, 4,627 secondary schgol
students were served. In the 1980-81 year, 5,471 students wére
served and 3,477 students are expected to be served 1n t981-82.
During 1982-83, which is the tinal year ot funding for the two
8 exemplary projects, students are.not being served directly.

a . ‘1
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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY CORE STUDENT AFFIRMATIVE
AUTION PROGRAM ! '

The Core. Student Affirmative Action program 1s designed to respond
to the underrepresentation of ethnic minorities, low-i1ncome 1ndy-
viduals, and women in the Calitornta State University and Colleges
system. As"xmplemeqted on each campus 1n the State Univevsity
system i1n 1980-81, the "Core" program provides tor:” (1) 1ntensive
vugreach at the undergraduate level to r1dentity and assist regularly
eligible applicants; (2) expansion of basic retention etforts tor

minority, low-income and women students; and (3) educational en-

hancement agd improvement in counselor and teacher prepavration.

In 1978-79, State General Fund support ($130,000) was provided tor
pilot putreach efforts by three State University campuses--Dominguez
Hills, Fresno, and San Jose. The primary emphasis of each of these
ptlot projects was to experiment with nontraditional outreach
approaches. At the Fresno campus, - tor example, the primary objec-
tive wag to increase the enrollment of Chicano students from the
northern San Joaquin Valley through contact with parents and pro-
spective studeats at community and high school cultural programs ot
ethnic theater, dance, music, and art.

In 1979-80, State General Fund support ($730,000) was provided to:
(1) continue the special ‘outreach projects initiated during the
1978-79 academic year on the Dominguez Hills, Fresno, and San Jose
campuses; (2) establish on the four CSUC campuses located in the
Los Angeles Basin a unique regional outreach.effort 1n conjunction
with the Los Angeles Unifjed School District; and (3) establish on
two CSUC campuses regional outreach approaches 1iu rural settings,
The project 1n the Los Angeles area linked four CSUC campuses with

t7 high schools 1n a cooperative program with four basic components:
(1) a regional_advisory group with representatives from the high

schools, Community Colleges, and the State University, which had

the regponsibility to "coordinate and deploy available resources to

meet most effectively the needs of the region;" (2) paraprofessional
outreach to- high schools, with trainéd college students ,ssisting.
protfessional staff; (3) extensive iavolvement of parents in the

outreach effort; and (4) counselor in-service training programs ”

designed to develop workshop models and materials which will provide
relevant and accurate information to counselors to increase-their
awareness of the needs of ethnic minority students.

As a result of these pilot projects, 4,169 applications to higher
education institutions were penerated. Of these applications.
3,261 were offered admission to a college or mniversity. Of the
mearly 4,200 applications generated, 47.8 percent were to CSUC
campuses, 36.6 percent were to Community College campuses: and 415.06

)
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percent were to Lhe Umiversity of Calitornrta or other tnstrtublions
cindependent colleges, out-of-gtatg <olieges).

In 1980-81 and subsequent years, State General Fund support has
been was provided to establish and operate a "Core Student Atftirma-
tive Action” etffort on all 19 CSUC campuses. Each campus developed
anaction plan designed to coordinate and expand, wheve necessary,
existing services, resourced, personnel, and poljcies within the

~areas of outreach, retention/supportive services, and educational

enhancement. Through a competitive proposygl review process, avail-
able funding 138 allocated among the 19 campuses, with the fundinyg
levels dbring 1982-83 ranging trom a low of 350,618 to 3$165,879.
(Representatives from the Deportment of Finance, Legislative Budget
tommittee, and the Postsecondary Educatien Commission participated
1n the proposal review process.) There are seven basic components
to -the Core approach as it is being lmplemented in fhe CSUC system:
(1) outreach efforts directed to the family unit; (2) expanded
direct relations between the University and the minority community;
(1) use of noptraditional, culturally sensftive media and information
dissemination practices; (4) development of .a mbre supportive
college enmironment; (5) CSUC faculty and statf in-segvicing activi-
ties; (b) intersegmental cooperation between high schools, Community
Colleges, the University of California, and othe postsecondary
institutions; and (7) improvement ahd augmentation of counselor and
teacher, education programs. In 1980-81, available funds were
allocated with 60 percent for outreach, 30 percent for'retention,
and 10 percent Tor educationa] enhancement: During subsequent
years, funds have been allocated with 40 percent for outreach, 40
percent for retention, and 20 percent for educational enhancement.

'( - .
In October 1981, five CSU Core SAA programs received special ftunding
to establish and test experimental retention’center pilot projects.
The primary objective of the Centers was to augment current reten-
tion resources through the development of a centralized intake,
dragnostic and referral mechanism that would assist SAA target
students to better utilize existing resources. The five.campuses
with these referral centers were: Chicoy, Dominguez Hills; Northridge,
San Jose, and Sonoma. ’

Funding History \< ) { ‘
t . y @ { -
1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1-82 1982-83
S130,000 $730,000 - $1,881,828 . 52,389,481 2,558,489
s
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Numhers served y

The CSUC Chancellor's Oftice anmually publishes a vepout ent it bed
"Funded Student Affirmative Action Projects in the Calitornia State
University and Colleges:. gctavities and Accomplishments™ winch
provides detailed intormatidn concerning the number of outreach and
retention activigies, the number of participants iff, each activaty
the number of applications generated, and the number ot applica-
3 tionsg accepted. ’

~

These reports provide the tollowing 1ntormation:

Outreach Activity

1980-81 1981-82
Outreach events 1,392 1,139
Number of distinct pavticipants 48,991 41,913
Number of applications. generated¥ . 6,930 7,530
Number of applications accepted® _ , 4,440 5,103

o

5 Includes applications to all segments ot higher education.

°»
*

* . Retention Activity

These retention activities include: academic advisory, counseling,
tutoring, peer mentor, faculty mentor, orientation, workshops,
cultdral events, referrals, learning assistance, and testing.

- ' 1980-87 1981-82

Number ot distinct pagticxpdnts " 5,964 _3,?39
Referral Center Projects: MNumber -

of Jdistinct particpants 1,380

4 *

b Educational Enhancement Activity
These educational enhancement activities include: oampus and field
1n-service sessions, campus and field class presentations, and
campus and community organization presentations.

- -

Vi

1980-8) ' 1981-82

Educational Enhancement Activities 81 352

Number of participants b,581 —_ 7,254
:

4
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Fyvaluation Data ] " .

o8 o
Since the Care SAA program is wn the third vear of 1ty operation,
the Jdata necessgry for a compréhensyve assessment of the program
are not yet available. The Postsecondary Education Coymmission,
which has the vesponsibility to evaluate the program. vepoxted 1n
an veview ot the program ished 1n January 1983, that

*

e Almost all of thefl9 State University campuses have made progress
in igplementing the Core Ptogram. This progress reflects the

, 1nvolvement of senior campus administrators and taculty as well

< - as strvong admunlstritlve support trom the Chancellor's Oftice.

e The outreach component of Lthe - -Core Program has been posivagLy
received by high school counselors and statt, who regard the

b Core staft as reliable, well-trained, and eftective. Available
data indicate that 1w€reasiog number ot minority students from
secondary schools served by the Core Program are enrolling 1in
vollege. ‘

e Better coordination of the outreach programs on most State Uni-
versity campuses 18 needed. The establishment of Core-outreach
has meant that three different otfices now provide outreach
services on most of these campuses. Better coordination among
“these offineq will increase the effective yse ot the limited

. resource$® available for this function. The Office of ‘Student
Outreach Services on the San Diego State University campus o
provides a model for outreach coordknatloq that other campuses

might well adopt.- _ - C_

¢
1

. Wé!t State University campuses have not succeeded in establish?
sing. intersegmental outyeach etforts. The Chancellor's Oftice
. has prescribed thagéfiih campus create a Student Affirmative
Action” Advigory Committee designed to coordinate activities
among colleges within the region.. These committees have generally .
been r1neffective 1n the achievement of that objective, and most
State University outreach staff have only limited contact WYith
their Unxversxty of Californiaccolleagues. .

s ' e Finally, the Chahcellor's Office has. developed an effective
process for distributing State funds to those campuses making -
the most progress in implementing the Core Program. Its Competi-
tive grant approach has stimulated 1institutional efforts at
student affirmhtive action, rewarded those campuses; that demon-

, strate high commitment and successftul efforts, and ﬁenalized
those with lower commitment and success. As the Core Program
moves into its third years .the funding cycle for campuses with
successtul programs might be expanded to three years, in order

(KIC BEST COPY AVAILABLE. R A .
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to retawn the program’s competitlive element while veducing
time-consuming proposal preparation on these campuses.
A3
; During the coming year, Lhe Commission will complete a comprehen-
- ' si1ve evaluatign ot the Core SAA program. -
s
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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY
. PROGRAM (EOP) L

[he Calitornia State University and Colleges! EOP prugrdm, extab-
Lished 1o 1969, 15 Hrected tovard the goal of providing access and
support tor students trom low-income or disadvantaged eduvational
backgrounds who have the potential to suceeed academically n
avcredited curricula.  The program focuses on admitting primarily
those studeats dho do not meet regular admission requirements.
although approximately 30 percent are admitted as regular admits.

The program includes both high school: students--primavily se-
mors--and transfers from comnunity colleges who need support
services to succeed Tat th]CSUC. Each campus sevves high schools
withing 1ts service area tHat have a high pnpulation‘of disadvan-
taged/Mrinority students. ) ' ' O\

- Students are selected for admission 1dto EOP on the basis ot\¥nur
major fagtors: ) '
| ’
1. Disadvantaged applicants admitted as exception admits under
Section 40901 of Title §; = . . : ’

Pe

LOW‘]HC%?G status and hlstorytof econom¢ disadvantageness;,

¢3- Potential tor success 1n CSYUC accredited curricula; and "
4. " Level o} educational, cultural and environmental disadvantage--
- ness. ( r
) While access 18 a major focus ot the EOP program, even more impor-
tant are the support service and retention components. EQP ﬁkovndes
a continuum of services beginning with recruirtment through jdmis-
stous, orientation}\summer programs, and o heavy.emphasis on tutor-
' tng and counseling. Specifically, services proviged during recruit-
" meut and vutreach include: ' _ -
L. Presentations to high school classes and general assemblies
N Y regarding admissions procedures, .EOP services, and academc
programs .
. ~ _ L '
2. lndividual conferences with counselors, as well as workshops
regarding®€0P policies and admissions procvedures.
v 4 ;
3. Special film and slide presentations aimed at motivating disad-
vantaged/minorsty students to”attend college. t'

~46- R . )
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2. Special evening presentations tor students and ps;pn(glregnrdxng
admission, tinancral awd;-and other aspects of college Lite.

5. Wwhen necessary, “home visits hre scheduled with parent and
applicant.

“ - ]
v. Lampus tours. - \

Individual admissions and financial aid counseling.

-

8. Campus orientation programs. .

9. Follow-up and individual assistance with completion ot admis--
srons and finandial atd forms.

Funding History ,

1977-78 1978-79 . 1979-80 - 1980-81  1981-82 - 1982-83
$11,156,888 $11,965,859 §11,831,399 $13,496,000 $14,117,000 §14,652,000
% , |

Students Served

‘Each year, EOP enrolls approximately 6,000 new students as freshmen

or transter students. Currently, the program has approximately

17,300 new and cogtinuing students. , .
1977-78 1978-79 LP]Q—SO 1980-81 1981-82  1982-813 c
13,545 13,799 14,797 15,225 15,139 13,799*

~“Budgeted tigure per gtaffing formula. Actual data will be higher.
?
Among new EOP enrollees in 1979-80, 37.2 percent were Black, 23,4 : rs
percent were Chicano, and 10.0 percent were White. )
»

-
- t

Evaluation Data
A )

The Chancellor's Office ardnually collects comprehensive data about
students served through the Educational Opportunity Program. In
fact, ahong equal educational opportunity programs, this program
appears to have the most comprehensive data network, including

information about the academic performance and graduatlon rates of
students 1n the program, by campus, by ethpicity, by sex, and by

" academic discipline. The available data indicate that the EOP

program has been successful during the past ten years jin (l) re-
cruiting large numbers of ethnic minority. students .jnto the CSU
system, and (2) retaining these students, who generally do not meet

R
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the regular admissions requiremenls, at 4 higher vate than ethni
minority students are vetained within the (SU system genevallyv.
The cChancelloy's Oftice reports that (1) among Lhe%S,ZQO‘uew Fopk
envollees in 1979-~80, only 178 ‘were disqualified for academ:.
reasons; (J2) 848 EOP students were graduated 1n 1979-80 with the
largest number of thesc:majoring in Public Affarrs and Services and
Business Management, and (3) the mean total GPA for EOP sLudent5'1n}
L79-80 was 2.30. For 1980-81, the Chancellor’'s Office reports that:
(1) among the 6,256 new EOP enrollees, 199 were disqualified for ~
academic reasons; (2) 708 EOP students were graduated in LY80-81
with ‘the largest aumber.of these majoring in Business Magagement
(147) apd Public, Affairs and Services (99); and (3) the mean total
GPA for EOP students in 19380-81 was 2.31. '
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CALIFORNIA STUDENT QPPORTUNITY AND ACCESS PROGRAM

cCal-50A ) /\\ :

The Calitornia Studed, Opportunity and Access Program, as wtnrtwated
1n September 1979; established five 1uterinstitutional pirlot projy-

_ecks designed to increasey accessibility wnto postsecoudary educa-

tron for low-income high school and community college students.
The projects are also expected Lo reduce unnecessary duplication in
vutrreach efforts as well oo utilize gollege students as pegr coun-

_sélors and tutors for low-income high schoul students. The tive

.
-

projects and grant awards, as selected by the Student Aid Commis-
si1on, are the following: il

\

t

;

1982-83

u 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
1. “Central Coast EOP/S Consortium ‘
(Project AQUI) (Santa Clara County) 551,000 $41,400 536,000

-

2. East Bay Consortiumﬁ . $50,000 $50,000 $62,100

3. San Diego County Cal-SOAP Consqrtium 560,000 $71,000 6,250

-

4. Bolano University and Community Col-
lege Education Support Services
(SUCCESS) (Solano-Yolo Counties) 547,000 $43,800 §54,970

5. South Coast EOP/S Consortium . ’

(Orange County) $42,000 $43,800 S$54,970

Each project targets studeénts who meet the income.eligibility™ ’
requirements established by the Student Aid Commission (a 1978
ingdme'of less than. $12,500 for a family of onme-to four children,
513,000 with five children, and $13,500 with six children). With
the exception of the San Diego program, the primafy goal ot the
projects is to raise the achievement level of low-income students
through motivational and.academic support programs such as tutoring,
on-campus living experience, campus visitations,; and cultural
events and field trips. -The primary goal of the San Diego Cal-SOAP
project is to develop a cost-effective system that coordinates and
disseminates tinformation to- target students about postsecondary
opportunities. The services provided include peer. and cross-age
counseling, a college information hot-line, and a comprehensive
student infoymation system. : )

J
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536,530

§55,591

581,174

’l

$50,965

550,965 ©
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L979-8b 1980-81 - L951-82 19823
$250.000 . 250,000 - SE67.500  §375.IL5

Ntnnbers Served

Stace -each of the projects provxded dltferlng services at dltfexxng
Jevels of ihtensity, the number of students served are not compar-= -
able among the five projects.

e
~

. o . - 1981-82
1. Central. Coagi EOP/S Cénsé}tlum (Project AQUI)
High School Students Served - . . _ #
(unduplicated number) a_— _ _ 296 .
. Community College Students. Served - T '
(unduplicated number) . I .« 93
Total- expenditures, 1981-82 - ’ h $78 ;000

PN

. Total expenditﬂres per student served $200.51 ¢

2. East .Bay Consortlum\ /'/ .

High thool Students - Served : _ s
(unduplicated number) . | ' L 703
Community -College Students Served e
mﬂ%dupllcated number’) \ T 208 ¢
“Total Expenditures; 1981-82 - . el T.S5124,652
- 'Total Exgendaxuree Per Student Served o o 8132.19.

3. Sau‘Dtego‘County Cal{SOAP Con§Qrtium
“ High School Students Served

(pndupllcated number) - ~ 3,933
Community College Students Served T
{umduplicated number) - L ST © o+ 545,
Total Expenditures, 1981-82 - = .- $251,609
Total Expenditures-Per Student Served = $56.19
,4. Solano County-SUCCESS Consortium
High School sStudents ‘Served S .
(unduplicated gumber) - . - 324
Community Lollege Students Served £
. " {unduplicated number). ' T3
. Total Expenditures, 1981-82 " ' 5104 ,287
~Total Expengitures Per Stpdent Served” _ o $309,40

e 55 |
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Evaluation Data

The

-

South Coast EQP/S Consort rum
High School Students Served

(unduplicated number) ' oal .
Community College Studentg Served - *

(unduplicated number)* 45
Total Expenditures, 1981-82 : S126.081
Total Expenditures Pér Student Served $184.40

-

Postsecondary Education Commission has the responsibality or

~evaluating this pilot program,. " In February 1983, the Commission,

1n a report ‘entitled The California Student ngortunlty and Access

Program: A Final Evaluatxon concluded that - )
As a result the provision of Cal-SOAP funding, three
new interinst ional consortia were¢ established--in San .

-

Diego County, "S®Yano County, and the East Bay Counties.
Each of these consortia has facilitated the deligyary of
educational services to low-income students withi heir :
region, esgpecially by the 'Sap Diego and Solano County : ‘
projects. In addition, -two existing conSortia 1iit the
South Coast and Central Coast areas were expanded through ,
thé use of Cal-SOAP funding. However, these two pro- '
jects--and especially the latter--were 1neffective and
failed to achuieve their objectives.

The Cal-SOAP Prograﬁ has identified a modeM for the
delivery of outreach services to secondary school students
which Yreduced the duplication of effott among colleges

" within a region, while also enhancing the “services avail-

able to both target students and consortium members.

This model includes an interinstitutional effort to

provide informational, motivational, and acadehic services .

to low-income and ethnit minority students i?i'he secondary

schools. For the,K seconddry school distric the model

supplements counseling activities by assisting schaol -

sites with college advisement and by coordinating high ~

scool recruitment activities in order to minimjze class- L -

room interruptions. For the postsecondary, institutions, .

the model complements their outreach activities through .

the identification of potential eligible applicants, the

provision of logistical arrangements for high school and

ommunity College visits, tralnlng activities for members'’
ff, assistance with student visits to college tampuses, .

and the dissmeination of educational materials.
) !
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e woabling legislation specitied that the pulot Cal-SUAP projpects

shoubd ndét .continue “beyond June 30, 1983 In the 1982-83 Budget
- Act, the 'Legislature extended this deadline to June 30, 1984, The

Postsecondary Education Commission has recommended that a wnew
Cal=-S&AP Program be establr8hed in:isummer 1984, with the new progrvam’
having a narrower range of projects embodying ¢ritical features of

_the existing 1nterinstrtwtional eftorvts which have been successtul,
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<~ Ph\YHEMATlCSIENC%NEERHN?.SCIENCE ACHJEVEMENT‘(MESROQ-\ L s
‘ N IR e )
! 1 ]Hﬁ prxmaYy goal of lthe MESA program 1s to 1acrease the aumber ot {ﬂ;% ' M.
N " California high _ q(hoo! gyaduates t;o&'undv%§eprcseuted mifoyity ’
e groups with Lhe nc-eded,l 1Bformat idh pnd “deademic preparation an “
mathemgtics," jcrence, and hngllsh towpu}sue & pnlversity or college ' B
education xh a maLhemdtl(s based- tleld thwbpeinlg nh]ﬁk[kVPH ot R N

) the progrhm)are Lo w e ’;k L e - '
P T N - 3_»\\& ” - . . L . . < _ "

Y

=N

~ Sy

L. Increéﬁe the number d} students from target mxnnrlty ngUpb who .
, b major 1in haggﬁmatics}~eﬂglneerlng, and the physical sceinces ldﬂ ‘. by, éi
P Co¥lege{ﬂ . N ¥ o R T .
B . éf Promote Lwreer awaren;ss so that paerLlpwaxng ﬁﬁudﬁheﬁ may . -
" learn ot oppUrthpities-lin the mathématics- And stxeﬁte related 3
. . % . professions qarly to prepare—tbr them and s . a
. S ~y 2 i . . . 4 . - ‘
. Hotlsute officials fromKQ#cohdary bkhOOlbﬁ:Uﬂlver wfaes, jo- “ﬁ N
v rdustry, “Tod quxncermwg societies, L cooperate with MESA By "' .
- “dffering volunteer ‘timeé and othar vmmql human and fiscal re- " -7 >
| sapfces. . : A S
JERE ) ey - o }?‘ : ' S ~e ’
R, ~_ The MESA program begain,in 197Q, with 25 s students at, Qakland Techn1~ 2y
Pk cal Hygh.'School. MESA has sinc% expanded: in 198& 2, 1t servéd 5
. 'wapyrowlmatﬁly 2 700 stqﬂents from the 104 hxgh schools 1nvolved n o
the, program. There ,are currently 16 MESA ceriters thrhghout CaM-.
.. 4 fornia, eath centér’ working with 4 to Ij sgntor hxgh SChOOlb and
o, . » serving from 80 ‘to- %00 students. -In 1982- 83 3 " the' program is serv-
' ® ing 3,300 sguderits at 131 high schools. Among the services provided
7 to. MESA students are\&ytorlng, speakers, summer. academjic programs;
parént aéenlngs“ incefitive awards; academic and career coudseling;
recognlthp~eveﬁts, and field trlps te induétriaf plants, research

centers, gnlversxt1es engineering firms, and computer Lenterb
e

. S

.The criteria used for selettxng partlcxp&nts ;are:
h K . v
- l. Completion of Klgebra‘r before the end of the 10th grade xnd
enrollment in the next academxn,pathgmgtlbs class--

o ;_s.(
- en

2. Interest  in a career that requires a yagr of calculus; and
: (o *
3. Membership in a m1nor1ty group‘mnder#epresented xn mathemaths
- and the related proféssitng. v° s S - <

s o . ) N .
;" - - )

[n orﬂer to cemain in the ‘MESA program, students must’continue to
enroll 1n college preparatory mathematics, - English .4nd science
course$, maintain an above-average grade point average, and par--
ticipate in the MESA-spotisored acthttes '

1 A
- " v

“t

a4
+
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Funding Huﬂory . - : -
§
ClIsI8 1978-r9 1979480, 1980-81  L9RI-R2 o 1OB.-H
2. 5203,000  S481, 479 ,s 28, 308 $1,020,550  $1,044,000 S$1,.200,000
During tiscal year 1982-83, the MESA program was .tunded. 15 percent
by the Hewlett and Sloan Foundation, 25 percent by private indus-
try, and 60 percent by the State General Fund.

RIS S SR & ,,
.

e
4

Nlunbers Served P o . ‘ .
‘ k YoY77- 78 1978-79 1979-80 ’1980 81 198182 198.2-83 _ a

REEE .0 i 1,521 22327 27500 Y 373007

P,

Evaluation Data ‘ - o , .

} o oo ﬁﬁrhc MESA statewide OfflLC is gathering the data necessary to agsess
P o \j the impact of the program on the stpdents served. Based on data i
by ' * provided by that office, of the 510 MESA high school graduates i )

June 1980, 82 percent enrolled in cpllege and 57 percent began
: "studies in a math-based discipline (engineering, life scieqgce,
M business administratibn/economics, computer science, and mathemat- .
s ~1cs). Of "the 662 June 1981 graduates, 89 percent enrolled in
i.. college and 69 percent chose math-based fields. Of the 748 MESA
’ hlgh school graduates in June 1982, over 90 pegcent indicated an
- intention to enroll in college and over 75 -percent indicated they
v would major in a.math-based field «of study. An independent evalua-
S » " tion of MESA was completed in December, 1982, through funds provtded'
by the Hewlett Foundation. Rqsqltg of the study indicate that MESA
“1s successfully “contributing te the pool of minority students . .
pursuing degceES in englueerlng gnd related fields. Among- the
evaluatlon ] tlndlngs : e :

s
v

e -
‘

5 MESA was perceived as effectlve“by program Loordlnator% advisors,

-
v

students, and parents. -~ , ot 'Y
L0 Data on academic performauce iﬁdlcafed that MESA students per-
: forméd .significantly better-than comparison groups of stydents - .
) shaving the éamc ethnic background . .o e
o The eligibility rates for thé Un1versity ot L311foxn1a and the -
California Staté University were significantly higher among MESA * . *
students than other students with simllar_gac1al/éthn1c_hack-, e X
grounds. ) -
- . . v Lo
L 4 * PN
* , N v ‘
“ ‘.(t"\ ® 1 ,.'j
. { , ? e
P . ! N ¢
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YUEST FOR ENGINEERING, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY (QUEST)
A Minority Engineering Program

v . . :
The misston ot the QVEST Minority Engineering Program 1s to estab-
lish wn LalLioru;n a cooperative secondary school and Umiversity
effort simed at increasing the number of engxnevxlng and math-basedd
gradudtes trom unddrt&presented minority groups.

- -~

The specific objectives ot che program are to:

T \ . ) ~ R . . - ’
b. Establish & network of QUEST minority. enginceving program
centers din Califoruia Engineering Schools;

\ . T

<Double the persistence, rate of underrepresented minority stu-

dents id engineering and computer science; amd

[

.« .

}. Establish a program.yﬁlchaiutegraies secondary school programs
‘and uhiversity progr#ms writhi the goal of producing -B.S. degree
graduates {n Engineering and (Computer Science. :

The MESA (Mathematig¢s, [Engineering, Science Achievement) program
began -in 1370, at Oakland Technical High School with 25 students
“and-has expanded to serve. approxxpately 3,000 students in LOO high
schools throughout the statq‘of (’}aleornla These eftorts have
increased the number .gf minority students entering California
Engineering schools, hawever the retention of minority Engineeriong
students. is one half that for ,all students. The QUEST minority
engineering program was started ‘{n school year 1982-83 to address
this problem. By intervening to alter student related factors and
“1nstitutional factors, QUEST will try to improve the rate of reten—
tiod of these studeats. . To be selected for the program, students
_-must be from an underrepxesented minority gropup, been accepted by a
- college or university, and working toward a Baahelox of bL1en(e

Degree in-Engineering or Computer. Scx&nCe ' .
Quest provides a number of'servides including:fk s

. N N ”-
L. Finantial aid and scholarship assistance.

I

R 2. Freshman year transition support - to familiarize the student
w1t5 the campus and rigors of Engineering and Computer Science - 4
Programs. | ‘ - . . : )
. - : ! ]
3. Protessional counseling to help the students deal with the .

speciral challenges  for minorities. participatiog in a field
where they are, as yet, underrepresented.

L]

»
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(
_ 4 A stugdent study center on each campus to provide Joadem
\\ support through peer group study, aud oadividual counseling.
sSocral support s also provided at the cenlers by attiliates -n
such groups as the Nationa] Society ot Black Engincers «\GB
and the Society of Hispanic Professional anlnverw (SHPE) .
(¥4 ~
Funding History s

™ » -
Funds for the support of QUEST are from, a variety of sou&kes:
University of California, California State University, foundatiouas,
1adustry,’ and the National Action Council for Minorities in Engine-
ering. The eStimated program lundlng tor 1982-83, including 1n-kind
b contributions, s $51,390,000. " 1In uhﬁtion each campus recerves _
contributions from local industry for operating the program.  State .
funding levels; including Minority Engineering Program (MEP) and’ \\
& Investment in People (11P) funds, for projects at three different
' ‘stages ot operatjon are as follows: .

FULLY OPERATIONAL PROGRAMS

MEP 1P NOTAL
1. U.C. Berkeley (" 542,499 §27,000 § 69,499
2. CSU, Los Ahgeles g 31,100 . 30,000 61,100
' 3. CSU Northridge 53,200 53,100 106, 300
4. San Diego State University 30,000 . 25,000 -~ 55,000
5. San Jose State University 27,200 25,000 52,200
6. USC ($40,000 private funding) -~ -~ - ' » ,
PROGRAMS IMPLEMENTED 1982-83
. ' . UCLA 15,911 29,000 04,911 ‘
2. CSU Sacramento 25,000 25,000 50,000 -
- 3.- Cal Poly Pomona 29,000 30,000 59,000 .

-

~~PROGRAMS FUNDED MARCH 1983

L4

1. U.C. Davis' \. : 40,000 19,000 59,000

2. U.C. Santa Bhrbara 28,319 16,000 44,319

A }.  CSU, Fresno - 40,000 -- 40,000
4. CSU, Long Beach 28,000 -- : 28,000

5. Cal Poly San Luis Obispo . 28,784 -- 28,784

' $410,229 $279,000 5689 ,329

-56- i
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These tigures do hot include funding tor the Statewide ottive

npbrut1ons ov tor private universities
MESA's total investment in the MEP

-

approximately $550,000.

{
EVALUATION

at

participating in MEP
the postsecondary level i

Since the program was initiated in October 1982, wmpact data are not
yet available. QUEST as part of the MESA statewide ofticen will
gather data to assess the umpact of the programs on retention and

graduation rates. _

P : ~

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF STUDENTS TO BE SERVED, 1982-83

UC Berkeléy ‘ 150
CSU Los Angeles 180
Ms. Evelyn Beaver
CSU Northridge 420
San Diego State University - 100
San Jose State University 200
usc _ 315
UCLA 210
"
A
f ¥
[
. ) . ,
AN \
. \

_S?...
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CSU Sacramento 100
Cal Poly Pomona 200
UC Davis 125
UC Santa Barbara 125
CSU Fresno 237
CSU Long Beach B R
Cal Poly San Luis Obispo 100 s
' . 2,787 '

ey

»



SPEVLUJPRUGRAMSFORleADVANTAGMDSTUDENTS

" Seventy-nine projects operated in Califormig Jduring the 1980-83
academic year through the federally funded "Special Brograms tor
Students from Disadvantaged Backgrounds.” These projects cousist
ot tour difterent program categories Aauthorized under litle IV ot
the Higher Education Act of 1965. The four programa, listed chron-
ologically by the length of time they have been 10 existence, are:

L. Upward Bound, established in 1966

Talent Search, established in 1960 ‘

[

3. Special Sevvices for Disadvantaged Students, established n
1970 -—

4.  Educational Opportunity Centers, established in 1974,

(he tollowing sections describe sach of these program categories.

rs

\ ) _ 4
Cnﬁforniallbward Bound Projects _

The Upward Bound program was originally established by the flederal
Fconomic Opportunity Act of 1964 to overcome deficiencids in secon-
dary school counseling and to provide tutorial and enrichment
programg. The program is designed to gknerate in low-income students
and youth who would be the first generation of their families to
attend college, the skills and motivation for success in education
beyond high gchool. Students are served who have the potential to
successfully complete postsecondary education but who, due to
1nadequate preparation and/or lack of motivation, . cagnot mwmeel
traditional admission requirements,

During 1982-83, 32 federally funded Ugward Bound projects were 1n

- operation in California. Upward Bound |projects attempt to develop
the skills and motivation necessary_ for| participants to gain admis-
ston 1nto and complete successtully | pestsecondary education.
Upward Bound projects, according t8 fedpral guidelines, may provide
the tollowing types of services: l\\

1. 1n§trqct1on in readiﬂg, wriflng,_study skills, mathematics, and
bther subjects necessary tor success beyond high school;

*

«» Rersonal counseling;

N ’

=

IToxt Provided by ERI
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V.o Academic advice and assistance 1n high school course selection, @

a4 Yutoridl sSeryvices;
- N

5. Exposure to cultural events, ‘academic programs, and other
activities not usually avarlable to disadvantaged vouth;
. 4
/ 6. Activities designed to acquaint youths participatiug 1p the
project with the. range of career options avaalable to them;

~3

[ogtruction designed to prepare youths for careers in those
areas in which minorities are particularly underrepresented;

8. On-campus residential programs; and

9. _Prggrams and -activities which are specially designed for stu- 3
dents of limited English‘proficiency.

The tederal guidelj ncs’requ1re that the projects provide ar“assur-
ance that program participants are individuals who are: s
A ~
1. Citizens or natiomals of the U.S. (or persons in the U.S. for
other than temporary purposes and.who intend to become permagent
- residents, or are residents of the trust territory of the
Pacific Islands); : .

i

-~

& '
‘iﬁiz' Between the ages of 14 and 27 (no age limits for veterans);

- '
3. From low-income families; -
4. From target areas or attending target-schools;
5. HaVe completed at least the first year of secondary school but
not entered the twelfth grade (except for veterans); and
' t. Have academic potential but are unlikely to apply for admission
. or be accepted for enrollment in an institution of postsecond-
ary education because of a lack of preparation or underachireve-
ne ment in high school.
L Funding
TR '
During 1982-83, 32 programs opetrated in California with a teal
tederal budget of §5,306,602. '
. Lu addltiohﬁgo the grant awarded by the federal govornmedt some
. ' projects applly for and receive the following types of supp lemental .
1ndome or resources: in-kind contributions by host agency or .
‘ \
. N
. ~59-
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128
campus . CETA tunds tov vouth emplovment, the Suymmer tood Program
tDepartment of Agricuiture food program to?/ﬂow-anome chiidreny,
and 1n some instancese the Director’s sajlaty may be paid bv the
host campus. '

-

During the 1982-83 academic vear, the following locatirons and
tunding levels for each project are as tollows:

} : ’
- 1982-83 -
Federal Grant-

Northern California

California State Unlvérsity. Chico S182,6494

TCOPY AVAILABLE ..

W

1.
2. Humboldt State University - - 171,523
J. California State University, Sacramento 68,752 .
4. Humboldt State University (Veteran's) 88,225 :
5. University of California, Davis P 153,167 \\\\
Central Valley e
b. California State University, Fresno ' $131,085
7. Uriversity of the Pacific (Stockton) 133,645
Bay Area
8. Mills College (Oakland) $279,505
9. Peralta College (Oakland) * 72,871
10. City of Oakland (Projects to Assist Employment) 132,505
11. California State University, San Francisco 135,033
12. California State University, San Jose 198,596
13. Stanford University (Palo Alto) , 121,465
l4. University of California, Berkeley - 227,305
15. University of California, Berkeley (Upward
Bound Ponapai) : 279,358
16. University of Calirfornia, San Francisco 232,939
Los Angeles Area
17. Califormia State University, Los Angeles : $111,041
18. California State University, Long Beach 184,731
19. - Califvrnia State University, Northridge 159, 325
20. East Los Angeles College ‘ 240,447
21. . East Los Angeles College (Veteran's) ' 24880
22. Harvey Mudd College/Claremont College . 224,340
* 23. Occidental College ©199,2.00



// -
2. The Tervrena Corp./School ot Many (ultunv ‘ _ }
(Oxnard) ‘ . 143,501
25. (Calitfornia Luthevan College (Thousand Vaks) 129,234
26 Universily of Calitornra, Los Angelws g2 180,059
27. Umiversity ot Southern California " , RS AN R ¥
, 28.  Volunteers of America™(Los Angeles) QE 199,330 .
-~ . . ) ’ — . . F 4
Southern California &% &
29, University of California, San Diego 3154,001
. 30. San Diego Technical Institute (Veteran's) ) 91,911 S
) 31. California Sta College, San Bernardino 171,165 ' ™. °
32, N Valley College | 193,761
| 2 : » -
Numbers Served
Upward . Bound pré;étts serve low*tncome, high-minority scheols.
~ While each project varies yearly on the number of studentg selected
to participate, the number-of participants psually vange from 50 to )
200 students, - : .
3 G N ' )
. *
Evaluation ﬁa&n‘
' A txnal report on Upward Bound projects nationwide conducted by the P

“Research Triangle Institute, ~entitled "Evaluation Study of the )
Upward Bound Program:t A StcOhd.Follow-Up,” coancluded the following: )
. . f
e Prxagram yimpact 1S >greaLest “on bhOft term outcomes (&reater
impact -for 12th grwers). - v

N - s~

e Ewrdence indicates that Upward Bound is providing the skills, : L} )
motivation, and assistance for entry into postsecondary educa- ’
tion:. “ ‘ : ' B
i Lo v . v
, : . It "is less clear that the program provides the skilkls for suc- .
B B Less/retentxon in postsecondary edugatlon ‘o

»

A :
e Study results indicate an overall positive impact on« Upward

Bound participants on postsecondary éducation success. N S
\ N 1
. California Talenf Search Projects : . ' a
» . : ’
, The. . Talent Sear®h program 1is designed to provide pre-enrollment - -1
intormation and counseling service for disadvantaﬁed vouth. - .
‘ :
L ) R
“
2 ]
? -61- -
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fhe Talent Search program s designed to:
_ | g
’ L. ldentufy qualitied low-income and disadvantaged youth, particu-
tarly those who would pe 1n the first genevation in thers
family fto attend colleg®, and who are not currently enrolled,

with potential for education at the postsecondary level and tu
gncourage such youth to complete secondary school and to under-
Uske a program of postsecondary education; ‘

i

I~

Publicize ‘the availability of studenmt finafcial, assistance
d - available to persons who wish to pursue a program of postsecon-
‘ dary education; and

? . «

Q W - '.  Entourage persons who have not completed programs of education
. Iy at the secondary or postseeondary level, but who have the
T ability to complete such programs, to reenter edunEg\ondl

programs, including postsecondary schogl programs.
A yButh between the ages of 13 and 27 i1s eligiblé/for Talent Search
services 1 f he/she: ~
! N - ’ .l .
s l. Is a citizen or national of the U.S. (or 1n the U.S. for other
than temporary purposes dnd ‘i1ntends- to become a permanént
K resident, or 1is a re91dent of the trdbtJteﬁtL&orv of the Paeyfic
N ] lslands); : -

- .

2. Has "exceptional potentlal” for success inh postsecondary oduga~'
tion or, in the case of a secondary or pbstsenondary school
dropout, a "demonstrated aptitude" for reehtry into avd succgess
inusecondkry or postsecondary educational programs; #

-~
? « e "

3. Is of financial or cultural need; .4 : 2 _ .
y ‘ .

4. ls an need of (a) ‘guidance-and counseling to uomplete or return , .

to secondary school, (b) information and counseling on postsec

ondary educational opportunities, (c) assistance I{ gaxuxugqg\

admission or readmissiong}b podtsecondary educationgl institu-

tions, or (d) assistance in aeplying tor financial ard to ~

attend such institutions; and N . ‘ : -

5. Veterans if they are otherwise eligible may also. recelve _ser-
- vices under this program. .

The Talent Search program serves low-1ncome students or those who
would be the first generation in their tamily to attend college. .

Among the types of services are:

- : . - . '
1. College admission and fivancial aid counseling,

P A ’
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2. Placement ségxives and tutoriag, \

3. Freld trips to Tocal collages and urfrvToTLIeS

~ X .
N

4. Guidance counseling for higy school and college dropouts,

9. Reterral to other dg&ﬂtles'and programs , .

6. Parent advising,

. ~ ;
7. Career vounseling and testiag,
K. Assistance with college torms, A ) s

9. Culturatl avtiélties,

- . \

10. Agmissions status checks and advocacy, and

I1. _Assigtance with high school course selection.

-

»

Funding ) S * .

During .1982-83, 10 Talent Search projects operated Lnugalitornia
with an approximate federal budget of §1,239,990. -The 10-Calitor-
nia-based projects are gponsored by the tollowing 1nat1tut10hs

¢ -
) . ]982“83 -
® - > Federal Grants
Nutthern Lalxtorn N - .
- S | -
l. College of the Redwoods (Eureka) ' , : $108,378
Central Valley Y - . : -
' [ S ) ‘ "g"{““ ) -
No Projects- * e
. - ST . > ' : .
' o~ - ' ' . ' B
[id_y t'\‘l‘ aQ ) e . ) "’R - - *" - -~ :

K Japanes¢ Communlty Youth Counc1l (8. F.) -
3. PAET, lnc. , Educational .Clearinghouse (§.F.) - v %7 100,000

4. Stiles Hall/WMCA (Berkelay) =, . .. ;o a099, 120
5 United Loungxl<ﬂr9pank§h SpeakLng Or\gln : ' 97}9?3
\ N . -\ s K . .{;‘. . N i \
. X J ) . "
. I3 . '
¥
S ' - o -63- : 68 Lo
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. Los Angeles Area o : \ ‘
- b Cnllfornla State Un1v0151tv Long -Beach : 5147, 290
P. Lalifotnia State University, Los Angeles 7, o102 5

8. Volunteers of America (Los Angeles) . , L T 820993

ﬁygtherg‘Californid

. . . 9. Wahupa Educational Enterpriseéx Inc. (San Diego) 5170,051
10. Imperial Valley Community College ) B 68,609
£y . nE .
Numbers Served : o T~

~ -

Talent Search projecty arvre desighed to serve a ‘large number of
v clients and must ftulfill program quota requirements. Generally,
i ’ each’ project serves approximately 1,000 clients. However, some of
' ) - “the more established projects serve over 2,000 clients annually. |
Approximately 15,000 students are expeated to be served in 1982-83
by the combxned 10 prOJects - -

Evaluation/Impact Data | N

The federal government systematically gathers national data’ about”
Talent Search clients .served via year-end reports submxtted annually

by the funded projects. The following data elements are collected:

(1) number of clients served, (2) client distribution by ethno-

racial background, (3) postsecondary placement, (4) types of post-
ﬁpcondary institutions attended, (5) number of clients prevented

from dropping out in grades 7 throagh postsecondary, and (6) the - '
number of clients who returned to school after having recexved

Talent Search serv1ces :

Caiifornia_Educa'tionél Opportunity Centers oL

b = 3
The Educational Opportunity Centers (EOC) are éstablishede%ggareas
with high coocentrations of low-tncome dlsadVRhtaged adul The
purposes of this- program are:

A

.- 1. To prOV1de federal support of up to 75 percent for the estab-
 — | ' . lishment of centers that will serve as clearinghouses for
information concerning financial and aLademxc support avalldble
at institutions of higher education.

2. To ppovide assistance to such low-income adults. who are the ' ‘o
fi'rst generation in thé&ir families to attend cdllege.

V- .
1

. !( . -
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3. To prougdg-Lounseling, tutor®al, s34 other ne&ess.rv services
to studenty enrolled 1n-such 1nst1tut1una ‘ .«

(4, Jo serve as recruiting and counseling pooLs to coorsdinate

resources and staff efforts of postsecondary=~institutions in

admitting educgfionally disadvantaged persons. 7 |

An Educational Opportunity Center.'may make its services available

Lo all persons desiring to pursue a program of postsecondary educa-
%ien .who- re51dc w1ph1n the ‘geographical target area served by the

Center. However, program participants must be citizens or nafionals

. -of the United StatesY Two-thirds of those served must be low-income,

and one-third low-jindome- or’ the flrst generation:in their families
to attend college. | ~

v < - «
There are currently two Educational: Opportunity Centers in Califor~
nia. One is a rural outveach program spongored By the Fresno
{otinty Mobile Guidance Educational PrOJecb Inc. This ptoject’was

created in 1969 as a Talent Search progect and‘be&ame an Education-

al Oppbrtunlty Center in 1976 with a budget of approximately $200 000.

The secoand project was established in Los Angeles in 1974-75 and 1is
sponsored by the UCLA Fxte081on Center n

) ‘ - .A- )y
Funding - _ .
During 198€-83, funding levels for the two projects were:

’ 1982-83 -
) Federal Grant’

-

1. Fresno County Mobile Education Guidance ' :
Progect , r X . §227,107
Unlver31ty odeallfornla, Los Angeles .

Extension . ) $400,180

[

The federal government provided up to 75 percent of the ‘total funds,
for the BOCs. The Los Angeles-pased project received additional
in-kind cgntributions from the Los Angeles unified. schools, Los
Angeles Community Colleges, UCLA Extension Center, and community

-agencies.” The Fresno project receiyed addltlonal fhnds from Fresno
County and Kings County_ CETA programs, as well as in-kind contrlbu—k

tions from Fresno, Kings', and Madera school districts. = »

At
~

P ()

v
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~  Numbers Served .«

Fhe Los Angeles-based EOC served approximately 4,000 people with 5
tacrget high schools and 7 target' Community Colleges. The Fresno

project currently serves -approximately 4,000 people, with -24 -tarpet
high schools and 6 colleges and universities.

"

!
v California Special Services for Disadvantaged Student%
The Speciral Services for Disadvantaged Students program (SSDS)
< provides remedial and other specipl services to students who have
academi¢ potentral but are hinde ‘ational, cultural,
. ‘ + ecConomic, ot physical handicaps.
Special Sérvices for Disadvantaged ents provide the tollowing:
. types of services: ‘ ' _
' : v . ¢
. Remedial, instruction that will enable students to comple'te
- . required and prerequisite courses 1in a reasanable period of
time; : o .
2. Personal and career counseling;
3. Academic advice and assistince in course selection; !
4. Tutorial services; " - v
5. Exposure to cultural events and academic programs not usuaslly
available to'disadvantaged students; and -
J
6. Programs and activities specially deSLgned for students ot
llmltﬂd Engllsh proficiency. .
. Students are e11glble to part1cxpate in a "Special Services" project
1f they are: : N ‘ \
.l. Enrolled or accepted at an 1nst1tut10n which’ 45 the rec1plent
of the project grant or contract
2. A citizen or national of the U.S. (or in the U.S. for other
than temporary purposes and intends to become a permanent
, resident, or is a resideat of the trust territory of the Pacitic,
' sladds); and : . . : .
L A ‘ Vo N L s .
RN J) An 1n‘aV1dual thb academic potentLaI who demonstrates a-

need for the remedial..and special services as a result of a
depmxved educational’, Lultural or economic¢ batkground, or "

, -




" . and enhance exigting campus programs.

iy

physical handicap, or (b) an individual with academic potential

~with a lumited English-speaking ability whg is 1n need of
biliagual education, teaching, guidance, and counseling 1n .
order to successtully pursue postsecondary education. fhe
above students must Mmeget the tow-income first generation or
physically handicapped criteria.

Institutions receiving tunds under this program must«

1. Obtain and provide adequate financial aid tor student enrollcd?
in the project to enable them to continue their academ;a pro-
gram and

2. Retain project participants at the institution. for a perrod ot
" .tume sufficient to enable them to adjust to and participate

g meaningfully in the academic program at the institution (a
minimum of two years for a four-year program, one year for a
Lwo-yeaf ﬁrogram)‘ :

3. At least two-thirds of the eligible individuals must be thblLdlly
handicapped or low- 1ncome and first generxation Lollege students.
The remaining one-third can be made up of any of the above.

&

- ¢

Funding

-é\

. ALl 35 Callfornxa*based projects are located on college and univer-

sity campuse# The combined federal 1evel for the 1982-83 programs
was $3, 378 206..

& - | o
Many“prOJects received additional funds and in-kind contributions
trom their sponsoring campus units since many are used to supplement

~

‘The 35 Cdligprnia-based projects ‘are located at the following sites”
with federal. funding levels for 1982-83 is as follows:

o N
CALIFORNIA SPECIAL SERVICES

Northern Califormia

1. californis State University, Sacramento (P. Hand). 3§ 97,852 o
2. "California State Unlver51ty, bacrameuto _ 91,712
3 Humboldt State University ) 107,875
4. Sonoma, StateeUnlversxty, (Rohnert Park) 125,302
A ' ' ._
® ‘ \
e -67- -
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ventral Valley
: ':;‘ P - . J '
> leifornid‘gtdté'Lol¥égﬁ, Stanislaus
v Calitornya State University, Fresono
7 Unwversgty ot the Pagitic (Stockton)

Sau Francisgo Bay Ares ¥
8. California State Universriy, Hayward
9. City College of San Francisco
10, "Merritt Cq+}ege (Oakland)
1. Skyline College (San Bruno)
2. University of California, Berkeley
3. University of California, Bérkeley

South Bay Area

l4. San'Jose State University

15. Monterey Feninsula College (Monterey)

-

Los Angeles Arxea

-

6. California State University, Los Angeles

17. Compton Community College

18. East Los Angeles College (Nonterey Park)

19." East Los Angeles College

20. Rio Hondo Coklege (Whittier)

. 21. University of California, [rvine .
22. University of California, Riverside

23. University of Southern California (L.A.)
24. Calitornia State University, Long Beach

"Southern California

25. 'San Drego State University

26. Cuyamaca College (El Cajon)

27. Grossmont College (ELl Cajon)

'28. San Diego City College ‘

29. San Diego Mesa College

3J0. Southwestern College (Chula V\sta)
31. Palomar College (San Marcos).

32. University of California, Santa Barbara
33. California State College, San Bernardino

3. Califormia State College, Bakerstield

15. lmperial Valley College

9
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$152,659
109,272
68,6084
128,385

B6,0l4 .

156,542

5141,031
76,255

$125,919
123, 644"

78,139

114,607 °

78,614
125,607

80,452

101,498
185,342

73,450

3[0\ 682
34,682

36,171
37,197

36,246
12,159

o 124,886
125,635~

100, 307
141,993
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Numbers Served

Projects estimate that approximately 10,000 students will be served
1n the 1982-83 academic year. | o . .

~

Fyaluation Data

The UW.S. Department of Education contracted System Develapment
Corporation in 1978 to coanduct a ~comprehensive evaluation of SSDS
projects. Preliminary results of the first phase ot the study
indicate that the more services students receive, the greater the
{mprovement 1n academic performance and persisteunce in college. ‘
The tinal phase of the evaluation has tracked the target students s _~
tor four years through graduation.: The ftinal report will be com-

pleted in Fall 1983. '
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UNIVERSITY @F CALIFORNIA AGQDEMIC ENRICHMENT PROGRAMS

The Academic Enrichment Program (AEP) resulted from a special _

legislative 1nitiative 1n the 1978-79 Budget Bill which recognized ‘ K

the critical need to: involve,University faculty i1n the etfort to

increase the enrollmeant of underrepregented groups i1n postsecondary
©education. Responding -to this initaihve MESA-11ke prolects were

developed for students who had been in the Partnership Pngram and

were interested in majoring in areas other than mathematids, engi-

neering, and the sciences. Four pilot prOJELtS were established

and designed to include the participation of traditional butreach

administrators , University taculty, secondary school counselors a (P
“teachers, professionals from business:and industcy, comnunity - { >

representatives, and parents. The pilot projects are located-on a

the Irvine, Davis, Berkeley, and Santa Barbara campuses. The goals

AEP are to assist studgpts to achieve more than the minimal stan-

y - ' dards for regular Unjversity admission and to excel as University
- undergraudates.
The primary objective of t gram 18 to provide academic enrich-
ment and skill building act1y es for tenth and eleventh grade

students who participated in the Partnership Program. While the
four pilot projects differ in career focus, they shavre the following
common goals: ’

1.\ TotAugment .Instruction in Required Coursework: Mathematics and,
English activities are‘ﬁgarcd"to assist students in the mastery

of these basic skills. .
.S .

To Focus Asp1rat10ns In Higher Education: Knowledge of career
opportunities as related to undergraduate education is essential
“1n making informed choices about available college majors, AEP
staff provide extensive career and educatlonal counseling to
students. , ,
- ’ ' \" W -

3. To Provide Information on How to Prepare for bollege The e

projects strive to - present complete and acéurate information
abqut admissions and financial aid p011c1es and procedures at
Ca¥ifornia's postsecondary institutions as well as information
-about career opportunities and options.

4. To Increase ﬂotlvatlon to Achieve: This component draws heavily
on role models from the professional and academic circles
geared to ‘the program's field of focus. .

(2%

Although each campus has sesponded differently in integrating the
program into their 1nstitutional framework, the organization of
each project includes the following basic structuralscomponents:

A

~ | ! - | 4 -
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| 1 .
Faculty Advisors: Umversity facuéﬁ&xnembcrs who assume respon-

s1bility for the operation ot the project, organize the advisory
hoards, and establigsh relationships with the scientitic community

and related industries, protedsionals, associrations, and community ,

-

organtzations..

A

. . [ . -
Coordinators: . The day-to-day managers of the project” They

work closely with AEP gdv@SUrs at each secondary.school and

with the industrial, éduwcational, and community groups who.

contribute resources to the project. The coordinators also

arrange for tutoring, counseling, tield trips, and other activi-
ties.

€

Advisory Boards: ‘Comp@eed ol representatives from secondaryf
schools, universities, industry, professional organizationsf
minority organizations, &nd.other community groups. The Boafds
provide advice and counsel to AEP administrators. ' .

r . o "
Advisors: Usually high school taculty members. They assist™an
the selection of students who will Bapticipate 1n the project
and direct all related aclivities at the high schools. The
advisors maintain academic performance records of the students,
coordinate field trips, and assist in career. and academic
coupseling, i

v . 7

To be eligible to parﬁicipate in the program, students must: (1)

have previously participated in the Early Outreach Partnership ,

Program, or be historcially underrepresented in AEP targeted academic

disciplines; (2) earn at least a "C" grade in all subjects; (3)

enroll in high-level college preparatory coukses in mathematics,

science, and English; (4) maintain a GPA of at least 2.5 in A to F

courses; and (5) attend AEP study sessions and other program activi-

ties.

AEP schools are selected on the basis of the following criteria:

l.. Significant numbers of Partnership Program students matriculat-
1ng to the high school;

P

Active interest on the part ofhe ,school administration and -
faculty; and ' . :

- 3
3. Existence of strong programs in mathematics and English.

.

Fach campus differs in career focus, type of services provigded, and
tn the combination of University departments and administrative
offices involved in sponsoring the programs. The following chart
provides some descriptive information about each program, .

[y s
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Funding H&tory ' } .

000 51927000 L

Y78-79 ¥1979-80 1980-81 . ﬁ -82 1982-83 -

ST80°000 1/ 70 3192,000

X

}f" Four pro]«kth at bq% 000 each during the start-up year.

“The funding provided. im the 1978-79 Budget Act was not utilized
during that fiscal year by the University for the establishment of
the Academic Earichment Program. The Legislature, therefore,-
carried the $180,000 appropriation forward to fiscal ynat 1979-80,
without a\hllng additional funding. ¢ Lo

Numbers Served

There were 512 students served by the University's Academic Enrich-

ment Program during the 1979-80 year. #During 1980-81, 382 students

were served at 25 high, schools. In 1981-82, 576 students were )
served at 33 high schools. i

Evaluation Data : : , ’
LS t

In January 1981, the Univergity of California published a report

entitled "First Year Evaluation of the Academic Enrichment Program,

1979-80" whigh provides data abbut the. nimber of students served
during. the ?ﬁrst year. The report also includes a case study of }
the program at the Davis campus, which suggested that the program k.
was having "a positive impact on .the students served. In February -
1982, the University published data about the academic record in
A-F courses for participants ia the Acaddmic Enrichment Program

during 1980-81. " Thése data indicate that more than 55 percent ot

the program participants on the Berkeley and Davis campuses maiu-

tained a 2.5 or better GPA. In contrast, on the Santa Barb:

campus, 64 percent of the participants had less than a 2.5 G

Beyond these limited data, there 1s no basis upon which to ‘judge.

the effectiveness of the Academic Enrichment Program:

, - . ~
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’
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Activiten,
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academic year program
of : coungelling, fleld
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.
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CServices Providedy
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>
of Students ¥ ol High
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ﬁ\u. t79-R4) N R NN ) %
51 (RO-R|) 0RO Ry K
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)\
;
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VOLNIVERSITY dF(j%LH%)RNIA ACADEMIC SUPPORT SERVICLES

The tniversity of Calitornia campuses offer a broad range ot ser-
vices for students who need help with thetr course work ov with
s personal problems related to campus lite. These services are used
by a subgtantial proportion of the student body (a9 much as one-
Jquarter on some campuses), and have become an integral part of the
University's activities. Since 1976, the University has supple-
mented the academic support services available to students at large
with additional or more intensive services for minority and low-
. Lacomg students. ar
' [he services offered vary somewhat among the campuses, but generally
include four basic types of programs: (1) learning skills assis-
“tance,, including small-group sessions and individual consultation
on reading, -wirting, and study skills such as time management,
notetaking, and test preparation; (2) summer transitional programs,
varying from week-long orientations to six or eight week academic¢ i
programs; (3) advising and counseling sessions, including advising
on careers and on graduate and profe8310nal schoolst and (4) tutor-
1ng and 1nstru¢t10nal assistance. ° '

~

The specific number of students using each sexvice varies consider-

ably, depending on the type of service. Because records are kept

for each individual program separately, it is impossible on most

campuses to determine an unduplicated count of the number of stu-

dents using all services. THe following is~ brief summary. . //

BERKELEY: Most services are offered through the Student lLearning -
Lenter, where 1,110 minority and low-income students . participated
1n SAA-funded programs involving a summer bridge, a summer transfer
s program, supplemental tutoring, peer counselihg and other learning
venter activities. v

BAVIS: The SAA-funded programs at Pavis work primarily with enter-
ing students, offering special bast skills courses in mathemat1cs .
and English, and intensive Lounsellng for engineering students.
. ‘ Participatiod in all these programs hag increaséd durilng the past
. two years, particularly in engineering counseling which served 215 ,
students in 1981-82. There were 167 students in the ma;hematicsj
- "~ program and 162 in .the English programs > Davis also qftfers indi-
vidual ‘tutoring to EOP/SAA students, ,as a supplement to the campus’
regular, group—tugyring program, with 163 students participating 1n
1981 -82. . ; - s
. ° )
IRVINE: During ]981-82, between 555 and 635 students were served
bv each of[Irvin®'s three major support service units: the. Learn- ’

- : - \ - ~
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ing Skills Center, Special Services, and .the Tutorial Assistanve
Program. In addition, the Careev Plannieg and Placement Center
served 848 students. ’ )

LOS ANGELES: The Academic Advancement Program provided tutoring,
counse¥ing, and summer services to 2,903 students in 1981-82.

5
RIVERSIDE: Two hundred eighteen abhdenta participated in at least
one ser¥ice offered by the EOP/SAA unit, in¢luding fall orienta-
tion, a summer program, tutorihg, and counéelxng In additipn, a
mathematics program otfered by the Leurnxng Skills CenLer served 90
students.

SAN DIEGO: The Office of Academic Support aﬁd Instructional Ser-
viceg (OASI{S) offers several scrvices,.inclhdidg: (1) the Academic
Success Program, with peer caunseling and academic skills ¢ounsel-
ing; individual and small group tutoring; teading apd study skills
activities; and a writing program involving diagnbstic testing,

small group classes, and individual consultation. Im 1981-82 0ASIS
served 1,224 students. ' .
SANTA BARBARA: Two hundred three ‘students participated in the

Summer Transition Program in 1981-82: 629 were involved in tutor-
ing and instructional groups: and 257 participgted in Academic
Internships. '

SANTA CRUZ The EOP/SAA upit served 429 students in its profc$~
siomal advising program, 298 in peer advising, 265 fn tytoring, 597

in professionasl counselipg, and 626 in peer counseling during
1981-82, "

Funding History:

1979-80 '1980-81 1981-82" 1982-83
$1,014,000  $1,266,000 51,472,000  $1,406,000

Funding for Academic Support (Egvices 1s derived from student tees
and the State General Fund, wi the General Fund paying 75 percent
and educational fee revenues paying 25 percent.

Evaluation Data ' . o .

v

Not all suprQ;/berv1ces can be eas;ly evaluated. The effécts of
counseling and advising, for instancde, are very difficult, it not
impossible to measure. The Universxty systemwide office has pub-~
lished two annual reports (in Jaauary 1982 and January 1983) en-
titled "Academic Support Servictes for Minority and Low-Income
Students at the University of Callfornla.” which’ include data on

_.75_
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the eftectiveness ot some specitic support service progranis s(the
: 8 )

transition programs and the course-velated workshops

summer
Those available data indicate eftfectire-

mathemat ics and scrence )
ness 1o retaining mnorvity and lowsincome students .
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. gecond

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA EARLY OUTREACH PROGRAMS
{PARTNERSHIP--JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL COMPONEN'T)

i 1

s

The Unjversity of Californra began its Partoership Frogram in 1976
to incvease the number of junior high-school students from unders
represented groups who ave su[fl(xently informed about college, and
motivated to attend that they will Barolt 1n college preparatory
classes once they enter the ninth grade. Beginming in Fall 1981,
the Legislature prescribed that the goal ot this program 1s to
increase the number of ethnic mipoxities who are eligible for
admission to the University of Calitornja. In June 1982, the
Legrdlature revised .the goal tor the this program to an increase¢ 1in
the number of low-income and/or ethnic minoriQy-students who are
eligiblegto enroll in public four- year colleges:, although hLUdEHLS
who ar;/illglble may eubsequently choose to attend anothéx pus!*
ry institution. - ‘ T
In orde meet this goal, the program has been designed to pro-
vide the following services: t C.

f.A-Academic Advising: individual and group sessions with both
students and their parents, concentrating -on University of
California entraance requirements., college life, the importance
of adequate academic'preparavtion and the responsibility of the
students to make the most of their educational opportunities.
On some campuses,-Saturdaﬁ and summer cla¥ses or tutorial sesg-
sions are also held. . .

2. “Role Model Presentations: meetings with local college faculty,
students, community, and busjiness leaders of underrepresented
groups, who serve gs role models as they make presentations to
students, serve as hosts flor field trips, and/or deliver pro-

gram services such as coungelifig or tutoring.

-

}. College and University Visits: students and their pareunts
vigit campuses of the University of Calitornia, the Californiad
State University “and LolLeges the Community Colleges, and
independent institutions. . )

-

4. Dlssemxnatlon df Printed Information: brochures and materials
developed specifically for students and parents. These contain

~information on academig preparat1ou financial aid, college en-
trance examinations, and other taopics. ’

~ ! &"‘f“ v \ . “
. T e P

Parent Meetings: intormation onwfinancial atd and on the
acadeimic preparation necessary tor adm1531on to a college or

nnwversify distributed to parents.
4
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The Partnership Program 1s a cooperative etfort between the Univers-
Sy and Junior h;gh school campuses throughout \xlx!n:nxa Varaet

schools ape b?l\(t?d ou the basis of the tollowiog five Renevati
. ~ L )

. . - . . . -
. i N

e A .
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¥ e v A

-
’ A ' ® ' . _._ _4' . . v - v J“ o ’ : - . F
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program; - - ' g ) - ' .
¢ A - ' . . - i - > .
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e ° IS v“ -" ~ 3. N : ,l ’ \
. “ h L .
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: ’ o ‘l o . -\ PO o Y . ) . :
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA FARLY ,()[TTRE(ZH PROGRAM . T
' - APARTNERSHIP-=SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL COMPONEN'T) : - !
N :

The Untversity ot Cadiitornia sta-rt_ecf the senior high school (om-

. poanent 1n 1979 to meet the needs ot ninth, tenth, and eleventh ) _

- grade students who have béen involved with Partnership i1n juntor ' T

o . high sghool.  This component is.designed to provide-both direct = 7- 7 IR

v ’. ' adademic support ‘and assistance and continued inftormativnal “md A A
. TN T motaivational serviceg to those Partne‘rship stu]‘%x\t‘;{‘yho '%:nrolql_xu T
: college pgepdratory.courses upgn,entering high sthgol. Students -~ "0 "

who do not take A to F Lourses are rxzferred to progrimg md e (loselv . e L

. e tatlored to their needs and a rations. Many of thow‘r\«ho areron o

S the "college-prep tract!.and doing exceptuﬂlally well dL‘(’~_dL‘aU R

‘ _ reterred, ibut to more intensive programs ¥uclr as-MESA op one qQf the. I

four Academic Enrichment Programs. _The, Partnership - High school: . - Ty

. | componnent see¢ks to revxain and work du*ertly with  those students 2

. who have the potential to~become gligibde but who(‘e attainment ut - e

' elxgxbﬂxty to UC and/or (SU would be unl kelx WILhOHt the program st

upport _ . . . S N

o 2 N i . e .

. . . ‘ . - . C . I P \ . Y | . . !

, o I‘he tollowmg expegtamons are. made of studem;s ‘who pzlrt1c1paLe in

- . . v. - .o L '

. o _~the rogram ¢ P, B .

- 1. pkehon of Lollegé pvepmato&classes on 2 ?ﬁedule whu:h i "
' - wxll allow for completion ol the Univ-erslt.y s SlleECt require- \/x
ments befqre high school graduatmon, \ : e

3 N .
‘o .
v . AT -

. LI
2. Development of goqd study skills and’ hablts apd "active par-—‘
o . ' - t1c1patlon in program actwi!;Les -

~ - : - .
. N )
R . . u L%

- - 4 » . N '

hd -

$ 3. Maintepance Gf a levé] of’ qcademlc achievement- wmch mll _ o
Lasurey ellglblllty to enter a publlt fout- yenﬁco;llege ' o .

P * a

“ L “*The program basically otfers the . same fwe act1v1t1es and serv1ces .
’ ' as.the junior high component ) : ey '

. Lol
r _.t . . : S . - 4

l. f\('ademic"advising R T . e T

2. “Role model presentation - ,

L
.. A - At . R . .,
. R .
T . - & . R v v - : *
N X * . . - \
.

3. 'College add university visits. .. ' ‘ " SRS
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»
&
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! v b D)S'Sﬁmina__tion;pf«prinited information

"3. Pargnt meepi;ggs ; ' e . ) -~ 8 v
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However,' as the sepmr «hlgh school program 1s intended to asgist _ '
' students ‘to “omplete rigorous academlc programs successtullv. JR
» < Lne remsed emphas LS LS placed on tuLormg and advising. .. . o R ST




As an the junior high component, each’campus selects participating
schools from 1ts geographical servige area. Each of the eight <am-
pus programs 1s staffed with a full-time outreach officer, under-.
graduate and graduate student advisors, and tutars. Since the pro-
gram aims to serve former Partnership students in the junior high,
the school selection criteria are more narrowly defined. The basis
Ta ~ for school ‘selection is'hased on the following erter1a )

I

1. The level af minority student enrollment; ’

S 2: The willingness of school officials to participate 'in the
S T p}ogram; I '
R ] . .
"o .7 3. . The- number of btudents who' had partxtxpdted n the Partnershxp
Pxog;am oo - :

¥ - -
~

« b The;e&§ent to whxch studentg in these schools already recewve
’ services sqmllar to thoqe offered by, the Partnershxp Program=<

. 5. % The extent to which students in the local high bLhOOlS en1011
©,  in the Unxver31ty, and .
t‘.' ) . . : - N " *
T o 6.. The QeVglopment,oJ an_approprfate'éthnic mix of students par-
' : ticipihing in the program. '
* . :_ © o Phe ;ﬁjterl& used Qp select program partlcxpantvaary from campus
' " to campus. Jowever, "the common basic criteria fof all participants
- N include: - - .. s
- Ce v v
Yoo « - e - . : .
1. 'En:olfhent in ninth, tenth, eleventh or“twelfth gradg§; .
1
. 2: Belng a member of an«underrepresented mlnorlty g(oup/ aomxng
e ¢ from a low-income background or both; . Ty
. ’ »
T ‘ SR PotenLLallx%benetat from the program and its activities; "
y o ) e v . .
e T * . Potential for admi;\&on to a four ‘year posthcoondary ingtitu-
) tion upon graduatxoﬂ from high school, ando o

)

- .~ . -

5. Demonstrated desire to particippte in the proggam. -

” « .. . . . . . .o \/_‘ﬁ .-y
. . . . -
. . . . N ‘ N _ ) . i o
.

. . . . e 3 . . v . ( / )
3 Funﬁ)g Hisfory s ) ' i
Cx L 1976-77 1977-78 1978579 1979-80" - 1980-81 ~ 1981-82 1982~-83
§462,Q00 S1,162,000 $1,45&,000’$1,83OHQOO,SZ,O3O,D00 §2;267,000 $2,303,000
[ ] .
"v rQe Universdity prov1ded the f1nanc1al support for this~_prbgram o
* . during its wnitial two years.- Beg1nn1ng ;n 1977-78, Bupport'yas S
¢ B . : . v ) . »
i \, , LI :- ‘ 4 l ) ‘ .
boa e o . - . N .
"7“ .: . :l . " ’ ‘_81‘-- ' ' f’ ¥ ¥
t ’ t , y : ) ! ~ )
; s ‘ -, o~ ’égfi | T
Yooy . o Y s y .
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shared by the Stale General Fund (55%) and the Universaity (5%
Fa- ID80-81, the State provided 7% percent Ot the tunding, with the
Unitversity supporting the remarnder.  This tunding pattern was
continued through 1981-82.

Numbers Served

The University reports that during 1980-81, it served 9,416 stu-
deats through the junmpor high component and 7,470 students through
the senior high compenent operating in 191 junior high schoolds and
140 high schools. In 1981-82, ‘the jumior high componenent was
reduced” to 8,203 students, while the senior high component was
increased to 9,738 students, opervating in 175 junmror high schools,
and 162 genror high schools. - :

Evaluation Data

Durlng the past. twd yéars, the University has published impact data
about parti¢ipants in the Early Outreach Program. According to
these data, 37.5 percent of .the early outreach parttcxpants who
graduated with the high school class of 1981 were eligible to
enroll in the University, while 27.2 percent of the class of 1982
were elfgible. Approximately 22 percent of the 1981 graduates and
18 percent of the 1982 graduates enrolled in the University. Data
published by the University about the academic record in A-F courses
of ‘early outreach participants during the 1980- 8] "academic year
indicate that more than 55 percent of these participants achieved a
grade level at Ct ocr lLower. Available data for- the 1981-82 aca-
"demic year are limited to 5 campuses. On three:of these campuses,-
moye ‘than 55 percent.of the program participants achieved a grade
level at Ct+ or lower (the lowest level of academic achievement was
-at the er1ne campus, wiere mor than 67 percent of the. partici-
pants had a GPA at 2.5 or lower.) Od two of the campuses, more thin
50 percent of the participants achieved a g:ade level at 2.50 or
above'. ) . ) C . . P
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UNIVERSITY OF, CALIFORNIA IMMEDIATE OUTREACH PROGRAM

The final phase of the University's student affirmative action out-

reagh effdrt is 1tg recruitment compdoent, [mmedirate Qutreach. The ,
principsl goal of Immedigte Outreach is to augment the number ol L T
-applicants from regularly eligtble underrepresepted mihority and 7 ) ,

low-income students, and to increase the number of these students

- who actually entoll in the University of California. The Univer-
sity began this program in 1976 as- part of. its initial Studeat®™
Affrrmative Action program, The specific program ob3¢ctxves, a%-
stated by the Unlversxty Systemwide staff are: :

. : s . '
l. To seek oul and assist regularly qualified high school seniors - .
and Community- College students in-making ‘spplication to the .
Un;ver31ty, - - ’

e

students in their application

2, To assist former Early Outreach

to

3. To
to

the Univcrsity;}

assist former Early Outredch students

in their application’
other postsecondary institutions; - :

help track the academic progress of current and former early -

4. To
' outreach students who enter the Ufiversity

other post-
secondary institutions. : .

While each of the nine UC campuses’ admionisters &n Immediate Out-
vreach progrhm, each program varies in scope and: in the. type of
eervxcei; elivered. The. administrative unit respongible fom Ipmed)-
ate Outgpach servicegs also varies from campus to .campus. These -
_services may, for instance, be providéd through the Educational IR
Opportunlty'Program Student Affirmatlvo Actlon and/or the Office of
"Relations with Schools.

~_' :
J 4
-

-

- While. the specxxxc types of.-services provided vary from Campus to - ,
campus ,. they inelude high “§chool visits, Commupity Collegé vigits,

-puplications,- translt;onal services wupon enro}lment, cultural ) . ) ’
activities, campus tours., freshman erentatlon QdSSlons/semlnars T .
tutoring, careef Lnfonpatlon days, adhissions cotmseling, college K

_motlvatlon nights, summer residential programs, and mini anfor*
matlon conferences and workKshops. . : o

® J'~- . v ‘:ﬁ

All high schools wlthln”the campus service area p@rtxcapalmng th- ) R
the Partnershig)Program fecelve the - highegt. prior¥ty in Igmediate
Outreach serviets. Many other schools throughout the State are
.also target®d for services baghd upon high percentages of migority -

anrollme : monstrated : desxrc-fnr services by counselors,
parentq ad studenfs. . . e

&

' .
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Funding Hhistory

1982-83
$996,000

1977-78  1978-79 1979~ -80 1980-81 1981~

€372 ,000 $318,000 5401,000 $576, om“ssi"

m
3 834

The University provxded ‘the fanancial support for this program
Juring 1ts initial two years. Beginning in 1977-78, support was
shared by the State General Fund (55%) and the University (45%).

-fn 1980-81, the State contributed 75 percent of the funding, and

the University contributed 25 percent. This pattern wag continued
through 19§2-83. :

Numbers Senved

The Immediate Outreach program of the University of Califormia

provides services to tost high schools and Community Colleges

throughout Califorrnig. Data are not available, however, about the
total number of individuals or schools.served through this program
since it has not been pessible to identify the usknown number of
Muplicated counts Bf students or schools served by immediate out-
reach qttorts from more than oné university campus. .

- »
3 e ) Y

Evaluation. ™

-

The University has the responsibility for evaluation of the Immedi-

ate Outreach program. At the present time, impact data are pot

<

available about clxents served through this program. .
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APPENDIX B

- summatry of important Non-State Punded
outreach and Support Service Programs

-

Ay

~

College Core Curriculum, Phineas Banning High $chool

&
The Cooperative College Preparatory..Program (CCPP)
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1ttating the success of students in college through:

»

\\Hl{(.'\()RL(lJRRi([lL\[ PHINEAS BANNING HIGH SCHOOL

The Collége Core Curriculum (CCC) at Banning High School 1n Wilming-"~
ton (in the Los Angeles harbor area) seeks to motiviale and peepasre
students who shoWw potential tor college but who lack the academic
sk1lls necessary for college success. The program was i1nitiated by
two college advisors and a teseher at Baunlng High in 1976, Banniuge
is the fifth largest high school in tlle Los Angeles Unitied School
District, enrolling some 3,200 students’, 85 percent of whom are
minority. ’ ’

Q
Fhe College Cgre Curriculum operates'thh no special tunding. It
represeats a self-motivated comprehensive effort to improve the
college performance and persistence of Banning graduates, and 1t
1llustrates what can-be accomplished with existing resources at the
local level to overcome some of the educairtonal barriers to college
studies so characteristic of students from low socioeconomic back-
grounds. \

The program was initiated by the faculty and staff in response to N
teedback from Banning graduates who attended college and reported L
the following typical collegiate experiences: (1) needing to oo

undertake remediation courges for academic survival and ''catch-up,” _
(2) being placed on academic probation, (3) havidf to change from BT
math-and science-based majors to humanities, or (4) dropping out. :
The College Core Curriculum is designed to jdentify potential
college-bound students at Banning's feeder junior .high schools, ar

upgrade the Banning -High..School curriculum througq_ aequentlal .
learning in order to better prepare these students - for, Lollege and

the world of work. -

" €

The Program is .essentially a school within a school, baged on the
University of California's A-F admission reQU1rements Students
Gishing to attend college enroll in the CCC program in the .first
yeag of high school and are placed in college preparatory English,
mathematics, science; and foreign language classes. The philosophy
of .the program 1is based on the need to challenge and motivate
students te achieve and maintain academic excellence Lhereb§ faci b=

-4

l. changing both student apd staff expectJtLOns and ratslng aspir-
Jtlon levels; ‘ .

- A\

LY

an academi'c curriculum’ that offers substantive integrated
matarial promoting .excellence through upgrading and standard-
1Z1ing Courbe content, and i

# : .- .

fwe
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J. . the-establishment of a strong counseling and parental network.
Among the goals of the program ave: ‘ )

a. to Lalse the dsplratxbn level of students and 1mplove therr
self-~concept; -

b. to get as mapy gtudents as possible to complete A- b pattern
courses; and

L
»

€. ta have more students,re‘ve college grants and scholavships.

A second predominaatly . minoMty school located in central Los
Angeles implemented a College (oxe Curriculum in Beptember 1980,
based on the Banning model.

‘ Funding History

S The €CCC Program operates thhodt the use of direct outsxde funding.

' ’ However, human and fiscal resources are utilized from the Academic
Atfairs Division at the University of California, Los Angeles in
terms of student staff and faculty input. In addition, the program.
utilizes summer course offerings funded by MESA, and other outreach
services provided by four-year tolleges and unlversities.

‘Numbers Served .

~—

.

Approxxmately 800 students were enrolled in the Progrhm at Banning
High during the 1981-82 acadenic year, and 950 are gnxoxled during
'1982-83. _ 3 : )

-

-

. Evaluation
i . -

: “In August 1982 the CalLfornla Pbstseaondary Educatrou Cotpission
N ) aompLeted a study to assess the college experiencés of College Core
Curriculum graduates from Banning High.. .

"The Commission study concluded that "dvailable evidence concerning
the high school performance of program participants indicates that
the program has been ‘successful in achieving at least some of its

. ‘objectives. and that it .is wortby of observation by other secondary ,
- schodls thoughout the State." An example of thfs success 1is the
. fact that the first graduatlng class of the Lollege ‘Core Curriculum
took congirderdbly more A through. F semester 'tourses regu;red for
. admission by the University of. California, payticulkarly in math-
ematlcs and English, than thelr 1976 college bound counLerparts

P

’
' »

u. T . o ’ R ‘\ . x L T e LAN

- . R . . 3 . . . .
. 7 ' , : 4 '

e

NENDE $ | O
. .o R g™ .
'f - - ~ -‘&Z e
ol * Py \()23 ‘
Q. 3 N )
L] . \"
ot ¢ _u’!“ .‘
* k1




“lonstitute and abSLSt .teacheérs to introdu

’

THE COQPERATIVE C t)LLl GE PREPARATORY PROGRAM (COPE)

The "Cvoperative College Preparatory Program i1s a leng-range eftort
ot the University of California, Berkeley and the Oakland School
District to:strengthen the Dletrxut 3 secondary school math pro-
grams and the District's capacity to prepare munorily students fov
college. As part of a major District initiative to vevitalize the

Vakland schools, CCPP provides (1) inservice training and professional

development for teachers, counselors, aand administrators; (2)
assistance and training for teachers, counselors, administrators,
and parents 1n plannyng, 1mplement1ng, and managing the educational
change process; and (XN 1nstructional support to help students make
the transition to more frigorous courses taught to higher standards .
These services are profided over a five- year period dar1ng which
the numpers of studedts taking the college preparatory math sequence
through pre-caltulus is gradually increased and the capacity of the
schools to maintain a strenghthened program 1s developed. ('

.CCPP was introduced in the summer of 1980 as a pilot project at

OQakland’'s Castlemont High School and two of its feeder junior high
schools. 1[It expanded in 1981-82 to include Fremont High School and

"all six junior high schools which send studeants to Castlemont and

Fremont. A further expansion in 1982-83 includes Oakland Tethnical

" High and.its two junior high schools. These schools represent 50

percent of the District's secondary’schools.
CCRP provides a wide\range af assistance in all areas of school

operation according to the needs of particular schools. CCPP statt
work with teachers, counselors, and administrators on a. daLLy basis
at the school site to: (1) strengthen curriculum and instruction
in “the college preparatory math ‘courses, grades ##-12; (2) develop
methods of identifying talénted students in grades 6-9; (3) improve
management, counseling, and enrollment practices; (4) coordinate

school programs; (5) provide instructional suppdrt £f5¢ students in
class and in study groups; (6) develop school peer teaching, peer®
tutorjng, and peer counseling programs; and (7) develop methods tor

building®aad sustaining parent involvement. Assistance-a®gindividual,

schools is complemented by School-University, Institute at which
schoodl . faculty and staff, trict staff, pa ts, and Unlyerlsty
taff meet regularly to identify problems, to plan sqlutions, and

to share information 4nd successful practxces -CCPP staff assist . °

in the follow-pp work required to mplemen& plans formed at the
curriculum 1deas and
1nstru\tgpnal tenhnxquas into particular class S. o <

)
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Funding History

Funding in 1980-81 was provyded by the Unmiversity ot Calitornmia,
Berkeley (5190,500). Fundigfg wn L981-82 was provided by the Unaver-
<ity ot Calitornia, Berkeley ($263,500) and the San Francisco
Foundation (3536,500). Funding 1o 1982-873 1s provided by the Unmiver-,
.s1ty of California, Berkeley (5245,000), the San Francisco Founda-

; ‘ tioh ($63,500), the Bechtel Corporation (10,000), and the Vakland
Public Schools ($36,000). . . B .
.1980-81 . A 1981-82 T 1982j§}
$190,500 : $300,000 $354,500

Numbers Served

-~

1980-81 : . L981-82 - 198283

R 350 students 985 students (approx.) 1,310 students
\ . 20 teachers 51 teachers ' ; 03 teachers ‘\
25 administrators 44 administrators Ty 62 administralors
and counselors - and counselors ’ * and counselors
9

Evaluation

s

" The program's success-will be measured in part by the following

. critec®a: . ‘ f
. . . . R L4 -/(“
l. the degxee of increased enrollment in the collégg}preparatofy
- sequence\beginning in grade 7 and eading with pte-calculus in
grade 12; o - '

‘2. the degree of improved performance in these’'courses;
3. the degree of improved achievement on Xestsand college "en~
trance exam scores; '

4. increases in the number of minoritﬁ-students who enter four-
. year colleges and graduate, especially in majors- requiring
F strong math backgrounds. . :

Preliminary data indicate student enrollment at each level of the
college preparatory math sequence through pre-calculus has more
than doubled. More complete impact data based on the above cri-
teria acv® expected to be available starting in 1984, S .

(o



